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Intr fon

The Virginia Marine Resources Commission ("Commission" or "VMRC"), as
provided in Chapter 12 of Title 28.2 of the Code of Virginia, is the State agency
responsible for issuing permits for encroachments in, on, or over State-owned
submerged lands throughout the Commonwealth. The Commission has possessed this
regulatory authority since 1962, and currently processes approximately 2,000
applications, and issues nearly 500 permits annually. Virginia is only one of the six
"low water states" and as such maintains ownership of all submerged lands
channelward of the mean low water mark in tidal waters, and regulatory authority
channelward of the ordinary high water mark on most naturally occurring nontidal
perennial streams, creeks and rivers.

In addition to managing the Commonwealth's 1,472,000 acres of submerged
lands, the Commission also regulates the use or development of tidal wetlands and
coastal primary sand dunes pursuant to the provisions of Chapters 13 and 14 of
Title 28.2 of the Code of Virginia. Local governments in Tidewater Virginia are
provided the option of adopting and locally administering the wetlands and dune zoning
ordinances. VMRC, however maintains original jurisdiction in localities which have not
adopted the ordinances. Even if locally adopted and implemented, the Commission
retains certain oversight responsibilities and reviews all decisions made by those local
wetlands boards. Figure 1. shows the localities within Tidewater Virginia and the 35
that have adopted the wetlands ordinance and the six counties out of eight that have
adopted the dunes ordinance.

The regulatory activities conducted by the Commission and the 35 local
wetlands boards are integral components of Virginia's approved Coastal Zone
Management Program. The permit review processes used by the Commission and
these local wetlands boards ensures that necessary economic development is
permitted in a manner which minimizes adverse impacts to the valuable natural
resources within our coastal zone. ’

Permit compliance is a mandatory component of any effective regulatory
program. As such, it is essential that the terms and conditions contained in the permit
documents be followed, if the full benefits of the regulatory program are to be realized.
Without such permit compliance, the regulatory process breaks down and serves only
as an increased bureaucracy.

In order to evaluate compliance with permits issued by VMRC and local wetlands
boards a survey, funded in part by CRMP grant # NASOAA-H-CZ96, was conducted in
1991. The compliance survey was designed to investigate and gauge the effectiveness
of the various compliance monitoring programs currently utilized by VMRC and the
local wetlands boards. The survey was intended to both identify existing compliance
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Figure 1. Tidewater Virginia Localities



shortcomings and to ascertain effective compliance monitoring techniques, in order to
enable VMRC to develop concise recommendations to enhance compliance monitoring
programs.

The purpose of this grant project was to continue the implementation of
recommendations of the 1991 Permit Compliance and Inspection Program report and
continue a standardized permit compliance program for those permits issued by the
Commission within the Coastal Zone. In addition commission staff assessed permit
compliance for wetland projects authorized in 1994. The latter was designed as a follow
up to the previous compliance inspections conducted for projects permitted in 1989,
1990, 1991, 1992, and 1993.

This document is intended to serve as the final report for Task 13 of Grant No.
NAS57070561-01 and provides an overview of the steps taken to continue the
compliance monitoring program and a review of the compliance data gathered during
the grant year. Compliance data gathered during the previous years is also included.




Permit Compliance Program QOverview

In the December 1991 Habitat Management Division - Special Report
(Attachment A), five recommendations were made for VMRC to enhance permit
compliance efforts.

1. Require detailed drawings for all projects requiring a VMRC permit.

2, Require accurate benchmarks or reference points on the plan view
drawing(s).

3. Require Engineers to take an adequate number of slides during the initial site

visit to illustrate pre-construction conditions.

4, Require Engineers to conduct post-construction inspections at all sites
permitted by VMRC.
5. Incorporate the data collected from the post-construction inspections into

the Habitat Management Division's computer data base.

In 1993 with funding provided by CZM Grant No NA27020312-1, these
recommendations were incorporated into the Commission compliance monitoring
program through several mechanisms. The Joint Permit Application (Attachment B)
was amended to reflect the need for more detailed drawings with accurate benchmarks.
New conditions were incorporated into Commission permits requiring that a permit
placard (Attachment C) be posted at the project site and procedures were established
for the Commission to receive notice when project construction is started. The latter
was accomplished through the use of a self-addressed stamped card (Attachment D)
which is returned to the Commission, by the permittee. Special conditions related to
permit compliance have been added to all permits issued by VMRC. Examples of these
can be found in the attached sample permit (Attachment E).

Furthermore, procedures have currently been established within the Habitat
Management Division to require that the Division's Environmental Engineers inspect all
permitted projects. These procedures require that photos be taken of the site before
and after construction, and that the final inspection be documented throughout the use
of a Project Compliance Assessment Report (Attachment F).

In addition, a compliance data base has been established to track compliance
monitoring efforts and results. The data for projects permitted by VMRC can be found in
(Attachment G). Prior to the 1994 grant year the compliance data base had been
separate from the Habitat Management Division's permit tracking data. The



‘compliance data for projects permitted by VMRC is now incorporated into the new
Habitat Management Division permit tracking system. This system is part of the
Agency's Local Area Network (LAN) and operates in a Windowed format using
Microsoft Access. The compliance data is entered and maintained by the Division's
Program Support Technician supported by the grant and the system is accessible by all
Division Staff.



Permit Compliance Survey Results

During the grant year (October 1, 1995 through September 30, 1996) a total of
273 compliance inspections were conducted by VMRC Habitat Management Division
Staff. This involved 187 inspections of projects permitted by VMRC and 86 inspections
permitted by local wetlands boards. The inspections for projects permitted by VMRC
followed receipt of the self-addressed stamped card indicating the project had been
started. In addition new procedures were established to ensure a response on all
permitted projects (Attachment H) . Prior to permit expiration, letters are sent to all
permittees who have not returned the self-addressed stamped card. The letter
requests that they notify us of the project status. If the permittee reports the project is
complete, the project is inspected. If no response is received from our letter the site is
inspected upon permit expiration. The wetland projects were randomly selected from
projects permitted in 1994 in order to gauge compliance with wetland board permits
and to add the data to that collected for projects permitted in 1989, 1990, 1991, 1992
and 1993.

Previously, wetland projects and VMRC permits were randomly selected for
compliance inspections and both permit types were reported together in the previous
data. However, since initiation of the Habitat Management Division program to inspect
all VMRC permits in 1994 mostly wetland permits are reported on as a result of the
random selection process.

Compliance results for all inspections are grouped into the following five
categories:

1. Project not constructed.
2. In compliance with the permit document. .
3. Moderately in compliance (the average additional encroachment did not

exceed 6 inches greater than the permitted alignment and had length and
square foot measurements which were no more than 10% greater than
authorized).

4. Out of compliance (the average additional encroachment exceeded 6 inches
and the length square foot measurements were more than 10% greater
than authorized).

5. Unable to determine compliance.

Compliance rates for the projects permitted by VMRC and inspected during the
grant year are shown in Figure 2. Cumulative totals for all VMRC permits inspected
since initiation of the Habitat Management Division compliance program are shown in
Figure 3. These results show that compliance rates for VMRC permits issued since
1993 have remained relatively stable. While the overall data shows that 80% of the
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VMRC Permits

October 1, 1995 through September 30, 1996
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Figure 2. Inspections of YMRC permits for the Grant year following notification that projects had
been started.



All VMRC Permits
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Figure 3. Inspections since 1993 of ali VMRC permits following notification that projects had
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.projects are found to be in compliance, only 1% were found to be out of compliance.
The remainder were either in moderate compliance or the compliance could not be
determined. Although compliance could not be determined for 9% of the projects,
inspections in these cases did not indicate there were any permit violations. Most of
these cases involved dredging projects, underground pipelines, or situations where
actual measurements could not be taken.

Table 1. reflects the number of projects reviewed in each locality for permits
issued since 1989. Thirty-three localities were represented over the five year period.
Five hundred and thirty of the projects required a wetlands permit, 82 a VMRC
subaqueous permit and 103 required both. This represents a total review of 715
projects, which are summarized in Table 2.

The yearly results for 1989, 1990, 1991, 1992, 1993 and 1994 are shown in
Figures 4,5,6,7, and 8 respectively. The compliance rates for all permits (VMRC and
Wetlands) issued since 1989 have shown a significant improvement. On average there
has been a 25% increase in the projects constructed which were deemed to be in
compliance. The average for projects deemed to be in compliance is 61% since 1989.
In addition, the numbers for projects considered in moderate compliance are holding
around 12%. The projects found to be out of compliance rose 3 percentage points, but
still holds on average at only 3%, and the projects where compliance is not
determinable have dropped 10% on average.
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Table 1

Number and jurisdictional type of project selected for the compliance survey in cach locality.

Locality

Accomack
Charles City
 Chesapeake
Chesterfield
Essex
Fairfax
Gloucester
Hampton
Hanover
Isle of Wight
James City
King and Queen
King George
King William
Lancaster
Mathews
Middlesex
New Kent
Newport News
Norfolk
Northampton
Northumberland
Pequoson
Partsmouth
Prince William
Richmond Co
Stafford
Suffolk
Surry
Virginia Beach
West Point
‘Westmoreland
York
Totals

33 Localities

Project #

~ Year
8990919293 94
15115 5 6 5

0 21310

@
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[=]
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©
wn

Q o
-
[=]
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w
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87 134 3
1 3122 ¢
19 148 196 6
1 2483 3

0 0501 0

3 4332¢ 3
101330
00101 0
2022 1511 7 10
001t 0O0O
7 5 141410 6

412 42 6

120 Projects (89)
131 Projects (90)

136 Projects (91)
149 Projects (92)
93 Projects (93)

86 Projects (94)

Project Type

55,35W,6B*
25,3W,2B
285,23W,1B
0S,1W,3B
65,5W,28
3S5,2W,0B
1S,19W,58
55,22W,0B
1S5,0W,0B
25,6W,0B
0S,11W,1B
18,3W,18
28,7W,08
05,3W,2B
35,49W,68
05,20W,8B
45,39W,12B
25,4W,08
85,8W,2B
75,32W,48
15,9W,1B
2§5,57W,78
15,16W,1B
15,3W,1B
15,9W,18
25,3W,4B
35,11W,5B
25,5W, 1B
1S,1W,0B
95,64W,148
15,0W,08
25,41W,12B

15,17W,1B

8% Sub.

530 Wet.

103 Both
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Table 2

Level of compliance for constructed projects.

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994
Total - Total Total Total Total Total
# of Projects 120 131 136 149 93 86
Reviewed
% of Projects nfa n/a n/a wa n/a nfa
Reviewed
# of Projects 98 109 113 122 85 82
Constructed
% of Projects 82% 83% 83% 82% 91% 95%
Reviewed
# in Compliance 50 51 54 87 69 63
% of Projects 51% 47% 48% T1% 81% T1%
Constructed
# in Moderate 14 21 23 22 10 11
_ Compliance
% of Projects 14% 19% 20% 18% 12% 13%
Constructed
# Out of Compliance 8 4 7 1 2 4
% of Projects 8% 4% 6% 1% 2% 5%
Constructed
# Compliance 26 33 29 12 4 4
Indeterminable
% of Projects 27% 30% 26% 10% 5% 5%
Constructed



1989 Inspections
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Figure 4. Inspections for randomiy selected projects including wetlands and VVIRC subaguecus

parmits issued in 1989,
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1990 Inspections
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Figure 8. Ingpections for randomiy selected projects including wetlands and YMRC subaqueous permits issued
in 1980,

i3



1991 Inspections
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Figure 8. Inspections for randomly selected projects including wetlands and VMRC subaquescus
permits issued in 1991,

14



180

160 |~

Figure 7.

1992 Inspections

In Compliance
71.0%

Not Determinable
10.0%

Out of Compliance
1.0%

Moderate Compliance
18.0%

Inspections for randomly selected projects including wetlands and VMRC subaqueous
permits issued in 1992,

15



1993 Inspections
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Figure 3. inspections for randomiy selected wetland permils issued in 1983.
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1994 Inspections
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Conclusion

Based on our review of the data collected and considering the improvements in
observed compliance rates, the program appears to be working. Our efforts, must
continue, however, if we are to ever approach the ultimate goal of 100% compliance on
all permitted projects. In order to achieve this goal we must continue our current
monitoring program. Furthermore, we believe there are additional areas where we
must focus our attention.

At the local level, staffing and financial constraints continue to deter many
wetland boards from implementing a formal wetlands compliance program. Table 3.
provides an overview of compliance monitoring programs by locality. This table is
based on a VMRC staff evaluation of local programs rather than any comprehensive
survey. Therefore, some local programs could characterize their compliance efforts
differently. The table does, however, provide an indication of the range of effort at the
local level and provides, in conjunction with our compliance surveys, information
necessary to focus attention in areas where assistance may be needed the most.
Although we plan to continue inspections in all localities, we will attempt to provide
additional assistance in those areas which only have informal procedures for
compliance monitoring and which conduct very few compliance checks.

For projects requiring permits from the Commission, the compliance program
has led to better project drawings and the use of accurate benchmarks for improved
project monitoring. On the other hand, it has allowed us to identify those projects that
present a monitoring challenge. For example, compliance in dredging projects have
proven difficult to monitor. It is difficult to require the average homeowner to incur the
expense of a post dredge survey for a small dredging project under his pier slip.

As aresult, special permit conditions have been developed that require pre-dredging
conferences and encourage post dredging surveys on large dredging projects. Even
with the special conditions, however this continues to be an area where we must
continue to focus our attention.

To date the compliance monitoring program has allowed evaluation of the
effectiveness of our permit and monitoring procedures. As such, the monitoring
program can only improve our resource management responsibilities. Therefore,
permit compliance initiatives must continue to be a long term effort if we are to ensure
proper construction techniques and the protection of our valuable natural resources.
This effort, combined with the improvement of our permit tracking database and the
development of GIS capabilities, which we are still working towards, is necessary if we
are to realize the goal of making cumulative impact assessments a part of our wetlands
and submerged lands permitting program.

18



Table 3
Provides Wetland Board Compliance monitoring in each Locality.

Locality Program Project Checked
Formal Informal alt random none
Accomack % X
Charles City x x
Chesapeake x x
Evsex x
Fairfax x
Gloucester x ‘ x
Hampton x x
Isle of Wight x x
James City x x
King George x x
King William x x
Lancaster x x
Mathews x x
Middlesex x x
New Kent x x
Newport News x x
Norfolk x x
Northampton x x
Northumberand x x
Paquoson x x
Portsmouth x
Prince William x x
Richmond Co x x
Stafford x x
Suffolk x x
Surry x x
Virginia Beach x x
West Point x
Westmoreland x x
York x x
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" Permit Comphance and Inspectmn Program.
Flndlngs and Guidance. Document

" Robert C. Neikirk

'INTRODUCTION -~

The Vn'guna Mannc Rcsourocs Commission
(“the Commission" or “VMRC"), in conformance -
with Section 62.1-3 of the Code of Virginia, is the

State agency rasponsxblc for issuing permits for en- -

croachments in, on,-or over State-owned submerged

lands throughout the Commonwealth. The Com- -
" mission has possessed this regulatory authority

since 1962. We currently process over 2,000 appli-

cations and issue nearly 500 permits annually. Vir- . B

ginia is.a “low water state" and assumes jurisdiction
of submerged lands channelward of the mean low
water mark in tidal waters, and has regulatory
authority channelward of the ordinary high water

- mark on most naturally ‘occurring nontidal peren-
nial streams. _

In addition to managing the Commonwealth’s
submerged lands, the Commission also regulates
certain activities in tidal wetlands and coastal pri-
mary sand dunes pursuant to Chapters 2. 1and 2.2
of Title 62.1 of the Code of Virginia. Local govern-
ments have the option to adopt and administer the
ordinance. VMRC asserts original jurisdiction in
those Tidewater localities which have not assumed
local regulation through the adoption of the model
wetlands and dunes ordinances. Even where lo-
cally adopted and implemented, the Commission ré-
tains oversight responsibilities for all decisions
made by those local wetlands boards. .

The regulatory activities conducted by the Com-

mission and the 34 local wetlands boards are inte-
gral ‘core components of Virginia’s approved
Coastal Zone Management Program.. The permit re-
view processes used by the Commission and these
local wetlands boards ensures that necessary eco-
nomic development is permitted in a2 manner which

minimizes adverse impacts to the valuable natural re-
"sources within our coastal zone.

Permit compliance is.a mandatory component of any

effective regulatory program. As such, it is essential that

the terms and conditions contained in those permit docu-

- ments be followed if we ate to realize the full benefits of

the regulatory program.- Without such permit compli-
ance, the regulatory process breaks down and serves

. only to increase bureaucracy.

In July 1990, Senate Bill 183 bccame law (Ch. 881

© Acts of Assembly 1990). This legislation provided the

Commission and local wetlands boards with the author-
ity to issue restoration orders and assess civil charges for

~ violations of the applicable subaqueous, wetlands and

sand dune statutes. An ability to accurately determine
and monitor compliance with permit requirements is es-
sential if the agency and wetlands boards are to effec-
tively carry out the intent of this legislation.
Unfortunately, Commission staff does not currently
have a standardized procedure for monitoring permit
compliance. Instead, the staff engineer assigned respon-

~ sibility for a particular locality will attempt to inspect

projects which are under construction or have been re-
cently complctcd Quite often such comphancc inspec-
tions are in response to the receipt of an inquiry or
complaint. Additionally, the Commission’s marine law

. enforcement personnel are often aware of pcnmttcd pro-

jects in their localities and occasionally make site inspec-

. tions during the performance of their daily duties. In

either case, however, only a small percentage of the pro-
jects permitted by VMRC are routmely inspected for
compliance. B

Permits issued by wetlands boards are also not al-

-ways carefully reviewed for compliance upon project

completion. Independent studies conducted by Brad-
shaw (1990) Hershner et al. (1985) and a survey con-
ducted in conjunctlon with this pro;ect indicate that the
extent of permit compliance monitoring by local wet-
lands boards varies between localities. That effort

. THis report was funded, i in part, by the Virginia Council on the Environment's Coastal Resources Management Program through :
grant # NASOAA-H-CZ796 of the National Oceanic and Armaspha'tc Administration under the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 as amended.




ranges from rigid compliance monitoring prdgﬁms
to virtually nonexistent monitoring. The level of
monitoring is quite often dictated by both thie...
amount of permit activity and available ‘staff time.
Therefore, although permit compliance moritoring .

is an essential element of the regulatory.procéss and- - |
a valuable tool for gauging the effectiveness of the: * - 4
permntmg system, there is not a standard proccdure B

for such monitoring, and only a few wetlands .

boards actually utilize a oomprchenswe oomplzance -
. program. - .

- _ - This study, fuudcd in part by the National Oce- - -
. -anic and Atmospheric Administration throughd - .
grant received under-the Coastal Zone Managcment ”

Actof 1972 as aménded, was conducted to. study
-permit compliance, develop.a permit complidnce -
- and monitoring program for isse by the Marine Rc-

* - sources Commission,and to make récommenda-

tions to the'local wetlands boards, where . -~ 1 _
appropriate, in an effort 10 belp i unprovc thexr pcr-
mit comphancc cfforts .

COMPLIANCE SURVEY

The oomphanoc survey was. dcsxgncd to mvmu-

gate and gauge the effectiveness of the various com-
-pliance monitoring programs currently utilized by -
VMRC and local wetlands boards. The survey was -
intended both to identify existing compliance short-_
comings and to ascertain effective compliance
monitoring techniques in order to develop concise.
recommendations to enhance comphance monitor-

mg programs
Methods

" One hundred and forty (140) prOJects were ran- -

domly selected froma pool of 778 apphcatwns sub- - |-

~ mitted in 1989 for pemnts to use or develop tidal -
wetlands or to encroach in, on, or over State-owned

submerged land. Applications for subaqueous per- -
* mits outside of the Tidewater region were excluded ., |-

from the selection pool, 4s were applications which

did not require a permit from either the local wet-
lands board or VMRC. Also excluded weére applica-

tions which only requested authorization for private -

boathouses. Although more recently ] issued permits
- could have been used, 1989 permits were selected
because it was believed that the majority of these
projects would hkcly have been constructed by thc
time of the survey.

The 140 selected applications were screcncd
and those applications which were submitted after—
the-fact, involved only subaqueous dredging, or had

B Table 1. . . 3
'Numberand Junsdlctlonal type of project selected for the
: comphance survey.in each locahty

‘Localify

-1 notyet rccelved a pcmut duc 0 dc[dys or denial were

discarded. Aftcr screening, 120 projects remained in the

|- sample group. Prior to conducting the survey we con-
“sulted with Mr. Lyle Vamell and other members of the

- Wetlands Department at the Virginia Institute of Marine
: Science and determined that a sample size equal o or.

_ greater than 120 should prov1de statlstlcally 51gmf1cant

:Icsults

e

Accomack Rural 15 3S,7W, 5B
1 Chesapeake Urban~ . 4 aw
. Bssex Rural -1 1B -
Fairfax - Urban 1 1w
Gloucester Rural 3 .18, 1w 1B
'Hamp(on Urban 5. . 32,2W
James City Utban 3 3w
. King George Rugal 1 W
King and Queen  Rural 1 1w
King William Rural 1 1B
Lancaster Rural 9 1S, 5W, 3B
Mathews Rurat -3 3w
‘Middlesex Rural 8 1S,5W, 2B
Norfolk Urban -8 15,6W, 1B
Nosthhampton Rural 1 s -
‘Northumberdand  Rural - . 19 18W, 1B
Poquoson Ucban .~ -1 1w
| - Prine William~ "Urban .. 1 . 1B
. Stafford . Uban . 3 281w
Suffolk Rurai - . 1° aw
. VirginiaBeach  Urban 20 " 14W, 6B
1 . Westmoreland Rural - 7 - 4W, 3B
York © 'Utban . 4 3W, 1B .-
Totals ' el T .
23 Localities” 13 Rural 120 Projects 13 . Subaqueous
_10Urban ~  Reviewed 81 Wetlands

26 Both

Permit activity per locality is highly variable. For ex-
ample in 1989 there were no applications received in
some localities while in otliers over 200 were reviewed.
Since permit activity varies widely between localities
and because the study hoped to draw conclusions on the



Figure 1. Tidewater Virgi.niva' -

overall effectwen%s of penmt comphance within
the coastal zone, no effort was made to ensure that
all Jocalities were represented in the survey. In-
stead, it was antrclpated that the random sample
would result in a sample group which more accu-
rately reflected the average permit activity per local-
ity. Therefore, the number of projects reviewed in
each locahty varies according to the obsewed per-
mit activity in 1989.

- Twenty-three (23) of the 49 T1dewater localities
were represented in the sample group Figure 1.and
" ‘Table 1 illustrate the Tidewater region and indicate

‘the number of projects reviewed in each locality.

" " Eighty-one (81) of the selected projects required

only a wetlands permit, 13 required only a subaque-

.ous permit and 26 impacted both jurisdictions and

" required subaqueous as well as wetlands permits.

e Site inspections were made of all the 120 se-
lected projects to determine the degree of comph-

ance. Results of the compliance inspections were.

grouped mto five categories:

1. Project not coristructed

2. Unable to determine compliance

3. In compliance with the permit document

4. Moderately in oomphance w1th the permit
document. :

5. Out of compliance with the permit document

Categorices 1,2 and.3 were fairly straightforward and
easy to assess. The distinction between those projects
considered to be in moderate compliance or out of com-
pliance was more difficult to make and became some-
what subjective. Asarule, however, those projects

.| considered to be moderately in compliancé possessed an
R E avemge additional encroachment which did not exceed 6
{- inches greater than thé permitted: alignment, and had -

length and square foot measurements which were no
more than 10% greater than that authorized. Those pro-
jects exceeding either of the above thresholds were con- -
sidered to be out of compliance.

As prevxously mentioned dredgmg pro_;ects were not
mcluded in the sutvey. Thése projects were excluded be-

- cause we believed that it would be difficult to distin-
‘guish between man-made' and natural post-dredging -
" deviations in depth contours. ‘However, recommenda-
- tions to monitor compliance for dredgmg pro_]ects are in- -
. cluded in the Recommendauons secuon of this -

document.

Results

The results of the survey are summanzed in Table 2.
You will note that the survey results were subdmded
into rural and urban categories. “This was done in an ef-
fort to ascertain if there wéré any demographxc dlffer-

ences in compliance levels. For the purpose of this -
study, rural localities were defined as those having popu-

| “lation densities of less than 140 per square mile; urban

localities were defined as having population densities
greater than 140 per square mile.. The figures for popula-
tion density were obtained from the 1980 census by the-
U. S. Department of Commerce (Umv of Virginia,
1987). This breakdown was also patterned after that -

. used by Bradshaw (1990) in her comphance momtormg

study
In addition to prov1dmg the raw numbers for the pro-

- jects determined tobe ina particular category, Table 2
. also provides the percentage of constructed projects -

which were categorized by their leve] of compliance.

" These percentages are particularly interesting when

evaluating the results. Especially noteworthy are the per-
centages of projects in which compliance could notbe
determined. Figure 2 fufther illustrates this information.



Table 2.
Compiled results of compliance survey conducted for
projects permitted in Tidewater during 1989.

# of Projects Reviewed 120 0. 10 -

% of Prajects Reviewed w2 L% S8%
. #aofProfects Conistructed - 98 8 oss
% of Prajects Revicwed . 82% 8% 9%
#1n Compliance, 0 2 24
% of Constructed Profects 51% | 0% 44% .
# Moderate Complisnce 14 6 8.
% of Constructed Projects 4%  14% 14%
# Out of Compliance ’ 8 4 -6
% of Coustructed Projects, 8% 5% 11%
# Compliance Interminable 26 9 17
% of Costructed Projects 27% 21% 31%
Figure 2,

Projects categonzed by level of comphance.
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Duc to the somewhat subjective nature of the data
and the low number of samples in some of the sub-
groups, 1o statistical tests for significance were at-
tempted. Nevertheless, there appears to be a discernible
difference between riral and urban localities in all the
categories other than “Moderate Compliance." A clearer

‘dmpanty exists, however, when the cities of, Vlrglrua oo

.Beach and Norfolk are factored. mdcpendcntly and then
compared to all other localities. This is- pr&ented in Ta- ,
ble 3'and illustrated in Figure 3. '

Table 3.

Compiled results of complnauce survey conducted for pro-

~Jects permitted in Tidewater durmg 1989. 'Va. Beach and
- Norfolk factored mdependently.

.
~ .

#PrfectsReviewed .« 93 22 70 28
% Profects Reviewed % 18%  SE% 2%
# Projects Constructed - 7% 21 55 2
% Projects Reviewed, | 82% 95% - 7% 79%
#in-Compliarce v 2 8- 24 18
% Constructed Projects 2% 8% 4% 2%
# Moderate Compliance, 12 PR 2

_ % Constructed Profects - 16% 19% 14% 9%
# Out of Complisnce 8 2 6 0
% Constructed Projects 10%  10% 1% 0%
# Compliance Indeterminable 24 7 7 2
% Constructed Profects 2% 3% 3% 9%

" Figure 3 c[early illustrates a disparity between the cit-

'_ies of Virginia Beach and Norfolk when compared to all -

other Tidewater localities. Eighty-two (82) percent of
the completed projects reviewed in Virginia Beach and
Norfolk were determined to be in compliance, whereas
only 42% of all other projects reviewed were catego-
rized as “In Compliance". Also noteworthy is how simi-
lar the percentages of the urban and rural localities
become once Virginia Beach and Norfolk are factored
out. ' :



F'gure 3.
Prajects categorized by level of comp[lance. Va. Beach ’
and Norfolk factored indenpendently.
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Discussion

A cursory review of the survey r%ults is at fust
very discouraging. Of all the constructed pro_]ects
reviewed, only 51% were determined to be in com-
pliance. Itis important to note, however, that com-
pliance could not be determined for one reason or .
another at 27% of the sites visited. The fact that-
compliance could not be determined does not auto-
_matically mean that thé projects were not builtin -
" conformance with the intent of thc penmt docu-
ment. .
In fact itis more cncouragmg to note that thc '
vast majority of the sites visited even where; compli-
ance could not be determined, appedred to have’ |
been constructed along teasoniable alignments'and .

were often the proper length or width or both. Tms -

. seems to indicate a géneral intent to comply with

* permit requirements. This opinion is further sup-
ported by the fact that, of all thoseé projects whete -
‘compliance could be determined, 89% were dcter—
mined to be in either total or moderate compllance

‘The primary problem identified during the sus-

vey was the inability to precxscly determine compli-
ance at 27% of the sites visited. Many of the
permits did not have adequate drawings or bench-.
marks to ensure compliance. Additionally, many
permits contained ambiguous conditions such as,
“approximately" or “as close fo the bank as possi-
ble", which are by their nature virtually unenforce-

) Outof ~ Indeferminable
' Compliance * Cotupliance

able. Compliance determinations are made more diffi-
cult when the person inspecting the constructed project
was not present during the initial site visit and is there-
fore unfamiliar with preconstiuction conditions. With-
out the aid of precise benchmarks or other means to
pinpoint the alignment of a project, compliance determi-
nations are difficultat best and frequenty lmpossxble

" Asexpected, the projects in localities that require.
more detailed application drawings and information ex-
hibited a higher percentage of determinable compliance.
This is llustrated in Figure 3. Compliance could be'de- -

- termined at 91% of the sites mspectcd in Virginia Beach

and Norfolk. ‘Both of these localities require detailed -
permit drawinigs with identifiable benchmarks.. Both’
also regularly conduct post-constructlon compllance in- ..

spections. Additionally; Virginia Beach requires profes: - -

smnauy engineered project drawings and further

requires the permittees 0 post pcrformance bonds, _
Those bonds are not released until post-construction in- -
spections have determined that pro_|ects are indeed i m

* compliance with the permit granted by the Board.

Not only was compliance nsually determinable at thc'
Virginia Beach and Norfolk projects, but the level of

. compliance was generally higher as well, *This is most

likely attributed to the regular. post-construcuon inspec-

.tions. Ninety (90) percent of the projects where compli--

ance could be determined in Virginia Beach and Norfolk

-were determined to be in compliance and 10% wete in

moderate compliance. None of the inspected sites were
determined to be out of comphanoc By comparison,
15% of the sites visited in other localities, were catego-
rized as out of compliance, where comphance could be
determined.

Prior to conducting the study, n was antxcxpated that
there would be a marked difference in compliance levels
between urban and rural localities. ‘Initially this ap-
peared to be the case. ‘Once Virginia Beach afid Norfolk

_ were factored independently from the other urban locali-

ties, however, the data revealed very little difference in

1 compliance levels bcmeen urban and rural Jocalities.

~Itappears that the programs being mplementcd by
Vlrglma Beach.and Norfolk are effective in ensuring per-
mit comphance As a result,the recommeridations for -
improving comphance draw. heavily on the examples
.prov1ded by these localmcs : :

SUMMARY AND'RECOMMENDATIONS :

The increasing importance of effective compliance
monitoring cannot be overstated. Recent legislative
changes which authorize VMRC and wetland boards to
issue restoration orders and assess civil charges for viola-
tions of wetlands, dunes, and subaqueous statutes neces-
sitate compliance programs which can accurately



ascertain whether projects were conducted in con-

_ formance with the applicable permit documents.
According to the 1988 report by the Year 2020
Panel_’ entitled, "Population Growth and Develop-

_meant in the Chesapeake Bay Watershed to the year

© 2020"; Tidewater will experience continued and

rapid populatlon growth over the next lwo dcmdes

" -Asaresult, conflicts between the varjous compet-

- ing user groups thhm the coastal region canonly
be expected to increase and the issues become more
* complex. Effective regulation and compliance moni-
toring will be esseritial if we are t0 accommodate

and manage this growth while 11m1tmg adverse im-. A

o pacrs to our fxmte coastal Tesources.

thn dcvelopmg complxancc momtonng poh-

* .- cies it will be important for the wetland boards and -

. VMRC to strike an appropfiate balance between an
. effective program and unnecessary bureaucratic red

o _tape. Ifthe pohcxcs and procedures are ovcrly com-

. plex, time consummg, or expensive, public outcty -
. and resistance is sure to occur. Therefore, the fol-
1owmg recommendations are intended to provide
* the minimum mechanisms necessary o guarantee
increased compliance without imposing undue or

" unrealistic hardships upon the applicant.

Recommendations to Wetlands Boalfds to En-

hance Compliance Efforts

Weﬂands ‘board compliance monitoring efforts
vary W1dely between localities. As a result, some
of the following recommendations will not be appli-
cable to all boards. In fact, many of the recommen-

" dations were developed from €xisting wetlands -

board policies which have proven to.be cffectxvc
“The majority of the recommendations are designed

to assist boards in developing an acceptable compli- .

ance monitoring program if they don’t currently
have one. They may also provide suggwuons for -

mprovement in those boards with ex1stmg compli-
ance procedures. .

‘We acknowledge that numerous locahtxcs are al-
-ready financially constrained and as such may not™

- have the additional funds or personnel necessary o
dedicate to an éxpansion of their wetlands pro-
grams. These recommendations were developed
with that in mind. Most can be effectively imple-
mented without additional manpower. In fact, once
underway, an active compliance monitoring pro-
gram could actually streamline project reviews and
reduce the number of time consuming violations
and after-the-fact permit requests that a board now
considers.

1. Require detailed drawings for all projects re-

" quiring & wetlands permit, Ata minimum, all of the in-
formation contained in the Joint Permit Application

drawing checklist should be included in the drawings.
Some boards have taken this a step further and require

-|. professionally engineered drawings on all projects,

while others require such P. E. stamped drawings only
on commercial projects or large projects that surpass a -
Certain threshold of impact.  These requirements should

-‘be clearly established as wetland board policies. An ap-
.- plication should pot be considered complete until alf the

required information has been received.

2. Special attention should be given to requmug ; |

" accurate benchmarks and reference points. Accumte
. distances from fixed reference points or benchmarks to".

- eachend and/or angle of the structure or impacted area
T should be reqmred A sample plan view drawing con-

taining representative benchmarks is provided in Attach-

- -ment 1. These distances should be carefully confirmed -
1 ,durmg the initial site visit since they will ultimately be-

come the final indicators of permit compliance. If

| benchmarks prove impractical for a particular project,

then a condition requiring that the alignment be staked
and inspected prior to permit issuance should be im-

.| - posed as conditions of approval. Some boards also re-

quire that the alignment of a bulkhead be inspected and

" approved-after installation, but prior to backfilling, to re-
" duce the environmental impacts and costs of restoration
in the event it has been improperly constructed.

3. Take an adeqﬁ_ate number of photographs or
slides during the initial site visit to clearly document

' pre-constructnon site conditions. In addition to provid-

ing valuable reference material for public hearings, pho-
tographic documentation provides clear comparative -
evidence when determining permit compliance. If video
equipment is available, it may prove to be danother help-
ful tool.. VCR tapes may even be less expensive and eas-
ier to archive in the long run. Photographic

“documentation is especially valuable if the project will

require the grading of the adjacent upland.

4, Conduct routuie post-construction lnspeétlons.

- Althouglhi this tay involve additional man-hours, it is

.the only mechanism available to ensure permit compli-
ance. If the required permit drawmgs and benchmarks

- are clear and accurate, the compliance checks can usu-

ally be conducted quickly, even by individuals unfamil-
iar with the project. Some localities might wish to
utilize their existing local building or code compliance
inspectors to check wetland board permit complxance
during their other regular duties. If a post-construction
inspection policy is adopted by the board, the inspectors
should utilize a compliance inspection worksheet similar



to the one developed by VMRC. This form 'may be -

found as Attachment 2. The worksheet will help to

ensure that all the necessary information is gathered
: dunng the inspection and will provide a quick refer-

ence in the event questions regarding the project

" arise later. Additionally, the worksheet information
.. should be provided to'VMRC for mcorporatxon into

_the compliance database. The data base will pro-_
" vide a valuable source of information on compli-'

ance and the overall effectiveness of mdxv1dual
wetlands boards :

5. Utlhze only enfon:eable permlt condmons L
- and avoid nebulous statements such as "approxi-- -

. -mately" and "as close to the bank as possible.™

“Inistead, the board should negotiate a specific maxi- .

mum cncroachmcnt, Iength, or.amount of impacts
:should modifications become neocssary to satis fy
any concerns. If modifications or revisions are -
. agreed to during the public hearing, revised draw-
ings which accurately reflect the modification, in-

" cluding revised benchmark distances, should be

 required prior to permit issuance:

. 6. Develop a weﬂand board placard to be
posted by the permittee at all permitted pmJect
sites during construction. The placard can serve-
to aid inspectors and concerned citizens whena pro-
Jcct is under construction and problems of questions
arise. The placard would provide the name and per-
mit number, making identification and inspection of
the project easier. If the locality already requires
building permits for all wetland projects, they may
wish to avoid duplication-and just add the wetland
permit number to the placard for easy identifica- -
~ tion. A sample placard that was developed fof
VMRCi is ptOVIded as Attachment 3. :

- 7. Performance bonds can be utlllzed to pro-
‘vide a financial incentive to comply with wet-.
lands permits. Some boards currently require all
| penmttces to posta performance bond:- That bond
is not released until a post-construction mspecnon
has determined that the project was constructed in
* conformance with the permit document.. Some -

" boards may deterritine that bonds are not appropri-
ate for all projects due to low permit-activity or the. .
fact that additional man-hours are requued to proc-

ess the bonds.”

Bonds are a compliance mechanism that are al-
ready provided for in the wetlands law. They are
routinely used effectively by a few boards to ensure
compliance. The bonds are typically set high

enough to provide sufficient funds to undertake res--

toration in the event of noncompliance. Bonds also

provide an additional mechanism for ascertaining when
the pemmitted construction has been completed, since the

. permittee will typically call for a compliance inspection

soon thereafter in order to have his bond released.
Whether or not the board develops a performance bond

- policy for all projects, performance bonds should be con-
'~ sidered as a valuable tool to ensure compliance on pro-

jects of spec1al conceril.

Recommendatlons VMRC Should Consxder to En-

hance Complxance Efforts

Virginia state agencies are also currently opcranng
within strict fiscal constraints. In addition, all agencies
continiue to explore ways to streamline the permitting

| ‘process.. As a result, it is especmlly important that any -

new compliance enhancement policies not result in-addi-

-| - - tional burdcns on VMRC’s financial resources nor result
"in unnecessary additional requirements imposed on the

applmnt. The following recommendations are made

4. “with this in mind and are typically policy and procedural
type changes rather than an imposition of new require-~

ments on the applicant. Many of the recommendations

.| forVMRCare similar to those noted for wetlands
R boards

1 Require detailed drawing's for all projects re-

‘ _.quiring a VMRC permit. Staff engineers should utilize

the dmwmgs checklist found in the Joint Permit Applica-
tion in their initial review of each application to deter-
mine completeness. Areas where insufficient data was
provided should be conveyed to the applicant with the

. acknowledgement letter. Incomplete applications should
~ notbe processed. If adherence tothis policy fails to pro-

vide the anticipated results, the Commission may wish to

1 consider adopting a regulatlon that requires profcssxon—

ally engineered drawings be submitted on all commer-
cial projects, or for projects exceeding a certain

- threshold of impact or value. In the event an engineer
- can clearly determine from the available mformatxon that

a VMRC permit will not be required, addmonal informa-

_ thn to satxsfy this pohcy would notbe nccmsary

2. Accurate benchmarks or reference pomts
should be requu‘ed on the plan view drawing(s) of all

“projects requiring VMRC authorization, Accurate

distatices from the benchmark to each end, and angle of
the structure or impacted area should be mandatory.

These distances should be routinely checked during the

initial site visit: If benchmarks are impractical for a cer-
tain project, it may be necessary to have the applicant
stake the impacted area. If staking is utilized, the engi-
neer should take an adequate number of slides to accu-

iR rately document the proposed alignment. This may well
.be the case for dredging proposals.



3. Engineers should take an adequate num-

~ ber of slides during the Initial site visit to clearly

illustrate pre-construction site conditions. Photo-

graphs prov1de a valuable source of information

when reviewing. oonstructed projects for compli-

- ance. They are especially valuable wl_lc_n a great
deal of time has elapsed since the initial site visit = -

". and in those cases where the engineer who origi-

" pally reviewed the prolcct is no Jongerz avallablc to

assist. .

Although slides have been used almost exclu- -
sively in the past for photo graphxc documentation,
it may be useful to utilize video tape for certain
types of projects. If video taping is used more fre-

quently, it may be necessary to devclop a'method to

archive the tapcs for easy ¢ access and relneval. o

4. Engineers should conduct post-construc-

7 fion inspections at all sites permitted by VMRC,

‘The post-construction inspection form found in At-

tachroent 2 should be utilized to ensure that all nec- _

essary information is gathered during the visit.-

The Commission should consider expanding’
their existing Memorandum of Agreement with the
Department of Game and Inland Fisheries to in-,
clude the use of VDGIF personncl to conduct the
post-construction mSpectmns in the western portion
of the State.

Dredging projects should be evaluated by boat.
Soundings should be taken to ascertain compliance.
Dredging inspections should be conducted as soon
after completion as practical to minimize the likeli-
hood that additional impacts from non-dredging re-
lated factors could obscure or cloud the dredged
dimensions of the area. If available, a chart re-
corder or a precise recording fathometer would be
espccxally valuable to document the inspection.

In order to receive notification of the comple-.
tion of permitted activities, VMRC should consider
re-instituting the former postcard notification proce-
dure.  Should the permiittees fail to regularly return

“ the postcards upon completion, which was often the

case in the past, the Commission might have to re- - -

sort to bonding or some other form of deposit. This
bond would notbe released until after a post-con-
struction inspection had confirmed permit compli-
ance. It might be necessary to seek legislative -
authorization if the Commission is to require bonds
for permits issued under Section 62.1-3.

5. Data collected from the post-construction
inspections should be incorporated into the Habi-
tat Management Division’s existing computer
tracking system. This would provide an easy

-method to identify projects which have yet to be in-
spected, as well as, provide the next logical step in per-
mit tracking. Used in conjunction with the existing
project description tracking data, the new data would al-
low examination of compliance by such attributes as,
project type, locality; contractor and agent involved. It

. would also provide important data ox the number of pro-
jects s which actually get-completed. This information
would provide an additional valuable tool for momtormg
compliance and identifying potenual shortcomings in the
regulatory program. .

VMRC should strongly cncourage local wctlands
boards to conduct routine post-construction inspections
utilizing the oomphancc worksheet and provide the re-

sults of the inspections to VMRC for i moorporatlon into
the compliance tracking data base. _ Projects in localities
which opt not to conduct routine post-oonstructxon in-
spections should be inspected by VMRC personnel, if
necessary, to obtain the comphanoc data.
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Attaéhment 2

PROJECT COMPLIANCE =
-~ ASSESSMENT |

VMRC#

ENGINEER

- SITE VISIT

DATE/TIME .

OTHERS PRESENT ___: - .-

1. Permitee

2.  Location (Waterwaj;)
(City/County)

3.  Project Description

4.  Project Completed? Yes_ No

—— e—

5., Date of Permit Expiration (VMRC)
' (LWB)

6.  Project Dimensions as Permitted

7.  Project Dimensions as Constructed

8.  Can Permit Compliance be Determined? If no, éxplain.

9.  Degree of Compliance: In Compliance Moderate Out of Compliance

10. Additional Comments

10




Attachment 3

‘Permit #

" Commonwealth of Virginia
‘Marine Resources Commission
o Authorization

A:Permit has been issued to: -

.. (Narﬁe)

(Address)
The Permit Authorizes :
Issuance Date R , Expiration Date .

* (Commissioner or Designee) -

(Notary Public)

(Commission Expires)

This Notice Must Be Conspicuously Displayed At Site Of Work

11
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Preface

m‘
This guide is designed to assist you in applying for permits from Local, State, and Federal regulatory agencies for
workgi;lllwaters an%l/nor wetlands within the Commonwealth of Virginia. The intent of the guide is to provide
general information on the permit process, not a complete legal and technical reference.

Answers to technical questions and detailed information about specific aspects of the various permit programs may
be obtained from any of the Federal and State regulatory offices or the advisory agencies listed in the agency

directory.

The Joint Permit Application Process

_—_———_—_—_————_—_*_——'_.'—'T'=—._—==i===.=.=m=-—
Complete one application to apply for multiple agency permits - A single Joint Permit Application is used by the
regul&ory agengfes. This means only one application needs to be completed for most local, state, and federal
agency permits. However, some health departments and local agencies do not use this application. You should
contact them for information regarding their requirements. Even though one application has been filed, separate
permits are often required from the regulatory agencies involved in the permit program.

A ' .

Send completed application to the Virginia Marine Resources Commission. They will assign a processing number
and forward copies to the Corps of Engineers, Department of Environmental Quality, local wetlands board, and
various other State agencies, as apprqpﬁate. ‘

If you have any questions about the need for a permit, the permitting process, or completing the joint permit

application, contact the Corps of Engineers for a pre-application site visit. Corps staff can often help you
minimize adverse impacts or eliminate the need for a Corps permit altogether.

Organization of The Joint Application

The basic application, appendices, and various acknowledgement forms are located in the front of the booklet.
The general information section which contains a regulatory and resource agency directory, information on

penalties, processing procedures, definitions and special terms, and the most frequently asked questions is located -
in the back of the booklet. :

ou ar g this application as a Pre-Discharg
Notification (PDN) under the the Corps Nationwide permit
program, 33 CFR 330 (Appendix A, Part C), you must clearl

identify it by writing the letters PDN at the top of the firs
page of the basic application.
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BASIC APPLICATION FORM

01 The C wealth Of Viraini

PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE ALL ANSWERS:. _ . . .
If a question does not apply to your project please print N/A (not applicable) in the block or space provided. If
additional space is needed, attach extra 8-1/2" x 11" sheets of paper. If you are unsure of a particular term, please
refer to the definitions secn:n. e . _ -
la. Applicant’s name and complete address: ‘
" Mr, Mrs, Ms. (circle one) - a ' Telephone numbers:
o ( ' Home (A/C )
Work (A/C ),

1b. Property Owner's name and complete address: Telephone numbers:
(if different from above) Home (A/C )
: Work (A/C )
2.  Authorized agent's name Telephone numbers:
and complete address (if applicable): Home (A/C )
: Work (A/C )

3. Haveyou 6btained a contractor for the project? __Yes __No If your answer is "yes" complete the

- - remainder of this question and submit the Applicant's and Contractor's Acknowledgement Form on page 47 with

your application. -
Contractor's name and complete address: Telephone numbers:
Home (A/C ),
Work (A/C )

4.  List the name, address, and telephone number of the newspaper having general circulation in the area of the
project. Failure to complete this question may delay Local and State processing.

Name and complete address: Telephone number:
(A/C ),

NAO FM 1065, Rev 30 APR 93/VMRC 30-300 Rev 30 APR 93

-3.



5: quase give thg name of the waterbody at the project site, the county or city the project 1s located in, and
directions to the site:

a tributary to

located in

County/City

Give descriptive directions to the project site from the nearest intersection of two state roads within that county or
city and visible points of reference :

IF THE PROJECT SITE IS LOCATED IN AN UNDEVELOPED SUBDIVISION OR PROPERTY,
CLEARLY STAKE AND IDENTIFY PROPERTY LINES AND LOCATION OF PROPOSAL. A
SUPPLEMENTAL MAP THAT SHOWS HOW THME PROPERTY IS TO BE DIVIDED SHOULD

ALSO BE PROVIDED

6. State the project purpose and provide a brief description of the project:

7.  Please place a checkmark next to as many of the following that describe your project site:

- Tidal waters — 100 year floodplain —__ Natural

. — Tidal wetlands — Lake or Pond — Man-made
— Nontidal waters —_ Mudflats —— Unknown
— Nontidal wetlands — River
— Vegetated Shallows

—— Other (explain - e.g. Intermittent stream, vernal pool, etc.)

8.  Proposed use (check one):

Private __ Community __ Commercial

— Industrial - ___ Government
Other (explain):




9. will the project impact (ilood, drain, excavate, dredge, 1ill, shade, etc.) wetlands 7
Yes No Uncertain

If your answer is "YES", please indicate:.

A. vegetated wetlands area(s) to be impacted?
tidal_____ squarefeet nontidal ______ square feet
B. nonvegetated tidal wetlands area(s) to be impacted? square feet

10.  Will the project be located at the site of any historic property? (Note: historic properties include but are
- not limited to archeological sites, Civil War earthworks, graveyards, buildings, bridges, canals, etc.)
+ . Yes - No  If "Yes"; please provide a map showing the location.

11. H:;ve you previously contacted the Department of Historic Resources concerning this project?
Yes No If "Yes", please provide the following information:

a. VDHR file number:
b. Response date:
c. Type of response (no effect/no adverse effect, additional information requested, survey requested,

further consultation needed):

12.  Is your project located within a historic district! _____ Yes No Uncertain

If "Yes", please indicate which district:

13'. Has a survey to locate archeological sites and/or historic structures been carried out on the property?
: Yes _____ No If "Yes", please provide the following information:
a. Date of survey: .

b. Name of firm:
c. Is there a report on file with the Virginia Department of Historic Resources?
d. Was any historic property located?

14. Have you previously had a site visit, applied to, or obtained a permit froni any agency'(Fedefal, State, or
Local) for any portion of the project described in this application or any other project at the site?
— Yes — No If your answer is "Yes", provide the following information:

Name of Representative:

Agency Activity Application Number Action Taken (check
- the appropriate box)
Issued Denied

. — Withdrawn ___ Site Visit
Date Action taken '




15. a) Has any work commenced or has any portion ol the project tor which you are seeking a permit been
completed? Yes No

b) Are you submitting this application at the direction of any state, local or federal agency? __Yes __ No
If your answer to either question above is "YES", give details below stating when the work was completed, who
performed the work, and which agency (if any) directed you to submit the application. i i
. AL % L1kd Wi W ; EC B21ed

ALl e 1 DOTTIOT] - 5 11 1ld

16. Approxixtnilitely how long will it take to complete the project after all required permits have been issued?
mon '

17.  Approximate cost of the entire project (materials, labor, etc): $ Approximate cost of only
that portion of the project which affects State Waters (below mean low water in tidal areas or ordinary high water
in nontidal areas): $ —

18.  List the name and complete mailing address of each adjacent property owner to the project.

19. List the name and complete mailing address of each waterfront property owner across the waterway from
the project, if the water body is less than 500 feet wide. Also, if the project is within a cove, list the name and
address of each property owner located on the cove.

20. All affected property owners must be notified of the proposed plans. If you do this yourself, it will assist
us in processing your application. Have you discussed this project with all affected parties and had them sign an
Adjacent Property Owner's Acknowledgement Form? Yes No If your answer is yes, the
acknowledgement forms must be included with this application.




3T, Check the appendices below which apply to your project. NUTE: Ihe apphicable appendices must be
completed and submitted as part of your application. Additional appendices can be provided upon request.  If
you are proposing multiple activities, you may submit one plan view drawing provided all the required
information for each activity is included (e.g. if your proposal includes a pier, boathouse and dredging, you may
show all activities on a single plan view drawing). A sample drawing for each activity is located on the back of
the corresponding appendix. Although the sample drawings are conc}eqsed so that t}xe plan view, cross section,
end view, and vicinity maps are all on one page, you do not have to limit your drawings to one page. Drawings
submitted need not be prepared by a professional draftsman as in these samples.

LIST OF APPENDICES

+_ Appendix A - Private Piers & Marginal Wharves

_Appendix B Boathouses L A

"Appendix C Marinas & Commercial Piers . -
Appendix D Dolphins-Mooring Piles-Buoys Not Associated w/Piers
Appendix E Boat Ramps ) :
Appendix F Bulkheads & Associated Backfill
Appendix G Fill )
Appendix H Riprap & Associated Backfill
Appendix I Marsh Toe Stabilization
Appendix J Dredging/Mining/Excavating
Appendix K Groins & Jetties
Appendix L Breakwaters
Appendix M Beach Nourishment
Appendix N Intake - Outfall Structures
Appendix O Stream Channel Modifications
Appendix P Impoundments/Dams
Appendix Q Utility Crossings
Appendix R Road Crossings (Bridges-Tunnels-Culverts)

__ Addendum Department of Environmental Quality Additional Requirements

ALL APPLICANTS MUST SIGN
I hereby apply for all necessary permits for the activities I have described herein. I agree to allow the duly
authorized representatives of any regulatory or advisory agency to enter upon the premises of the project site at
reasonable times to inspect and photograph site conditions. o

I hereby certify that the information submitted in this application is true and accurate to the best of my knowledge.

APPLICANT'S SIGNATURE APPLICANT'S NAME (PRINTED/TYPED)

DATE

REMINDER: BE SURE TO COMPLETE THE APPENDICES YOU CHECKED ABOVE AND SUBMIT
WITH THE BASIC APPLICATION FORM (PAGES 3-7). MAIL ALL INFORMATION TO:

Virginia Marine Resources Commission
Habitat Management Division

P. O. Box 756

Newport News, Virginia 23607

-7-



APPENDIX A -- PRIVATE PIERS AND MARGINAL WHARVES

waterway name

existing structures

benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference

mean low water and mean high water lines (tidal)

ordinary high water line (nontidal) N

location of vegetated wetlands at the project site . .
shoreline, property lines, and location of adjacent property owners (if in a cove or the waterway is less
than 500 feet wide, also show the location of the property owner across from the site)

distance the proposed structure will be located from the adjoining property lines )

width of the waterway (measuring from mean high water to mean high water (tidal) or ordinary high
water to ordinary high water (nontidal)

ebb and flood (tidal) or direction of flow (nontidal)

location and distance from existing channels (marked and/or unmarked) ] :
soundings taken at mean low water (tidal) or at full pool level (nontidal) at 10-foot intervals
channelward encroachment (including mooring piles) relative to mean high and mean low water lines
dimensions of pier and all L/T-head section, platform, or deck

distance between the structure and mooring piles

Side View Drawing
existing contours of the bottom and marsh peat surface

" mean high and mean low water levels (tidal areas)
ordinary high water level (nontidal areas)
height of pier over existing bottom or marsh peat surface

Vicinity Map The name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact location of the
project site must be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred).

[y
.

Number of vessels to be moored at the pier:

e

Provide the registration number of vessel(s):
registration _____ type of vessel
registration type of vessel
registration type of vessel
3. Give type (e.g. sail, power, skiff, etc.) and size of vessel(s) to be moored at the pier:
type length width draft -
type length width draft ~
type length width draft




APPENDIX A, Private Piefs & Marginal Wharves

Lot4 . Existing Pier
Both Oaks e =118
Route 1, Box 200

Perryvilla, Virginia 22121

= ~ Property Tine ==

Applicants
Brick House

Edge of Channel
PAINTER CREEK

»I 10'

i

_ Property Line

Lot6

Miles D. Fixer,

401 Doyle Lane
Locustville, Virginia 29306

~sg}——— To Route 200' V.S.H. 666 To End

N
) “Property Line extended

60’ total length

Edge of Channel

2x8 dacking on

2x8 stringars with
2x8 E.lrtor each side
of pile.

. +5.0'
| T = +2.5'MHW
" T +0.0MLW

8°-10" Diameter ]
Piles. Length as required
Materials:
1. All piles and lumber to be salt treated.
2. All nails, bolts and Hardware to be galvanized.

Adjacent Property Owners: Plan & o Proposed private pier project
Cross Sectional j PainterCreek o Martin Bay
1. Beth Oaks . View n ‘ t

Evans Pier.Project Countyof West
2. Miles D. Fixer . . Applicant  J. J. Evans ‘
Scale 1% = 40 Sheet qof 1 Date 1/29/82




APPENDIX B --BOATHOUSES

EASE COMPLETE THE CHECKLIST AND ANSWER THE QUESTIONS. THE
f)ll‘lAWINGS MUST CONTAIN THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION OR THEY WILL BE

RETURNED AS INCOMPLETE: . :

Plan View Drawing

north arrow

waterway name
_ existing structures - o

benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference

mean low water and mean high water lines (tidal)
.__ ordinary high water line (nontidal) »
location of vegetated wetlands at the project site ) _
shoreline, property lines, and location of adjacent property owners (if in a cove or the waterway is less
than 500 feet wide, also show the location of the property owner across from the site)

width of the waterway (measuring from mean high water to mean high water (tidal) or ordinary high

water to ordinary high water (nontidal)
ebb and flood (tidal) or direction of flow (nontidal)
location and distance from existing channels . ]
channelward encroachment (including mooring piles) relative to mean high and mean low water lines
dimensions of the boathouse, catwalks, or other structures
distance between the structure and mooring piles ]
soundings taken at mean low water (tidal) or at ordinary high water (nontidal) at 10-foot intervals

]

End View Drawing o

mean high and mean low water levels (tidal)
ordinary high water level (nontidal)

dimensions of the proposed boathouse

height above mean high and mean low water level
material to be used for construction

Vicinity Map The name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact location of the
project site must be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred).

—

Give type (e. g.-sail, power, skiff, etc.) and size of vessel(s) to be moored at the boathouse: -

type length __ width draft
type length width draft
type length width draft
2. Will the sides of the boathouse be enclosed? ______ Yes No
3. Provide the registration number of vessel(s):
registration type of vessel
registration type of vessel

registration : type of vessel

-11-



1. J. Smith
1200 South Road
Yorktown, VA

APPENDIX B, Boathouses

102'

Applicants residence
J. Kimidy

1201 South Road
Yorktown. VA

2 C. Barton
* 1202 South Road

residence

N

Edge of Channel

POORE CREEK

108’

114’

IIHIHllllllllllIUIIHIHIHllﬂ|lllIIIIIII.IIH-IIII:HIIIHlIIIHIIIIHIIHIH_IIIIHIIHIIIIIIIIIIIHIIII |

L Proposed
Exisiting Pier B Roathouse
T T

1-12-3-4-4-4-4-4-4-4 (depths at MLW)

-
«u

|

—>l>_

700" width of waterway

Side View End View
Asphalt Shingles

Proposed
Existing Pier Boathouse

Adjacent Property Owners:
1. J. G. Smith

2. C. E. Barton

r- - -
- | |
111

Plan & Proposed Boathouse
Cross Sectional in Poore Creek at Iseliville

View

West
.Kimidy Boathouse County of _
J-Kimidy Applicant J. Kimidy

Scale 1* = 40' Sheet 1of 1  Date 1/29/02




APPENDIX C --MARINAS AND COMMUNITY PIERS

EASE COMPLETE THE CHECKLIST AND ANSWER THE QUESTIONS. THE
lP;IlJZAWINGS MUST CONTAIN THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION OR THEY WILL BE

RETURNED AS INCOMPLETE:

Plan View Drawing
north arrow
waterway name
existing structures . . o
benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference

mean low water and mean high water lines (tidal)

ordinary high water line (nontidal) . )

location of vegetated wetlands at the project site . )
shoreline, property lines, and location of adjacent property owners (if in a cove or }he waterway is less
than 500 feet wide, also show the location of the property owner across from the site) )
width of the waterway (measuring from mean high water to mean high water (tidal) or ordinary high
water to ordinary high water (nontidal)

ebb and flood (tidal) or direction of flow (nontidal)

location and distance from existing channels ) ]
channelward encroachment (including mooring piles) relative to mean high and mean low water lines
length, width and other pertinent dimensions of the structures _

distance between the structures and mooring piles . i

soundings taken at mean low water (tidal) or at ordinary high water (nontidal) at IQ-foot intervals
proposed structures for collection and handlirig of hazardous material (include settling tanks for
collection of travel lift washdown water, paint chips, etc.)

location of gasoline storage tanks

LT T

Cross Section Drawing '
dimensions of covered structures including roof height above mean high and mean low water level
material to be used for construction

existing contours of the bottom

mean high and mean low water levels (tidal)

ordinary high water level (nontidal)

height above mean high/mean low/ordinary high water line

height of structure(s) over the bottom or marsh peat surface

Vicinity Map The name of the map from Which the vicinity map was taken and the exact location of the
project site must be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred).

fay
.

" Have you obtained the State Health Department's approval for sanitary facilities? . Yes No
(You are required to obtain this approval or a variance before a VMRC permit can be issued.)

2. Will petroleum products or other hazardous materials be stored or handled at the facility?
Yes — No If your answer is yes, please include your spill contingency plan
3. Will the facility be equipped to offload sewage from boats? Yes No
4. Indicate the number and type of slips: .
Wet Slips Dry Storage
Existing
Proposed

THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REQUIRES APPLICANTS TO
SUBMIT THE ADDENDUM LOCATED AT THE END OF THIS APPLICATION

-13-



APPENDIX C, Marinas

Overall width of waterway is 1800 at Pier 2 and 600 from the pier "T* to the channel.

2
~gFlood 6.0 EE
w . Shapiro Creek T &
—Eo - s
t c
6 6
a .
‘Bulkhead Reference 3
Points Measured to -5 w G
Center of Piling from TE u
annotated Bench X £ 8 2
Mark (BM) Tree. = ©
£ 3
Ato (BM) A=92' .m m z
(BM) B =73 : 36 €
B'to (BM) B=72' 3 ge 8§
(BM)C = 110' 2 x 4’ Travel
Cto (BM)B =110' Piers
(BM) C = 70" ©
: c
b m - e al, —— _ CElPler2 . _Pler3 . - .g LW ©
200 Bulbiead Pler 1 egetated Buffer Strp O = z =
and Backil A — = Concrete mawl 5 3
O mncqﬂnm W (o] Travel _lm: nnd C
Tanks =] Ship's Store o o 2
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. w_ c = Snack Bar .M
2 ") . aO = . n
a0 aﬂcﬂda S =
et 2O =
< O =
Tree Porous = Bathhouse Bl
A o) BM Surface = =
5 et O . . Parking = — Boat Yard
Gesi® = 2 SE and ¥
O E S .0 = Maintenance Area S
0 E 8 5: E (Porous Surface)- W
SN —
: = 2 2B £
< Dredged Material | {'79®) E = . g _
Boat Ramp Parking Disposal Area i @ (o) m E
* r N _ o o ropfs Shrigfe PhrkiAg £ M
_ . g o
P ) "ma -
: g -
® ¢ o @ L @ L @ ®

Mark J. Harrell

Applicant
Sheet {of 4

2. C.E. Barton

Date 3-12-93

Scale 1" = 40’
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APPENDIX D -- DOLPHINS OR MOORINGS
(not associated with piers)

PLEASE COMPLETE THE CHECKLIST AND ANSWER THE QUESTIONS. ‘'THE =
DRAWINGS MUST CONTAIN THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION OR THEY WILL BE

RETURNED AS INCOMPLETE:

Plan View Drawing
north arrow
waterway name _
existing structures
benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference
meah low water and mean high water lines (tidal) -
ordinary high water line (nontidal)
location of vegetated wetlands at the project site
shoreline, property lines, and location of adjacent property owners (if in a cove or the waterway is less
than 500 feet wide, also show the location of the property owner across from the site)
width of the waterway (measuring from mean high water to mean high water (tidal) or ordinary high
water to ordinary high water (nontidal)
ebb and flood (tidal) or direction of flow (nontidal)
type of mooring (buoy, pile, dolphin)
anchoring device and weight
latitude and longitude of mooring
location and distance from existing channels
total swing radius

]

Cross Section Drawing
type of mooring
“length of chain and line used
weight and type of anchor
material to be used for construction
existing contours of the bottom
mean high and mean low water levels (tidal)
ordinary high water level (nontidal)

Vicinity Map The name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact locaﬁon of the
project site must be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred).

fa—
.

Give the number of vessels to be moored:

2. Give type (e.g. sail, power, skiff, etc.) and size of vessel(s) to be moored:
type length width — draft
type length width draft
3. Name(s) and complete address(es) of the owner(s) of the vessel(s) if other than applicant:
4. Registration/documentation number(s) of the vessel(s):
5 Do you plan to reach the méoring from your own upland property? __ Yes —_No If

'_'No", explain the proposed means of access:

-15-



APPENDIX D, Dolphins or Moorings

Proposed Mooring
Latitude 38°57°48"
Longitude 74°17'18"

N *®
i .

Latitude

R AT TN

1.

Box 19
Norfolk, VA

Scale: 1" = 10'

Latitude 38°57'48"

Longitude 74°17'18" :
Swing radius = 12+24+24+27=87 feet

White buoy with
blue horizonal band

. 1" diaméter heavy chain (galvanized)
© (12 feet long)
M~

38°57'48"
Proposec/
Mooring

Hand Sketch From U.S.C.& G.S.
Chart 8191 {1971)

’6'2,-%\ . 2. R. A. Brien

Allen Grimes -
' <)
property L2 O 357
a— -

1.T.B. Pruitt 74,

1/2* dimeter pennant
(24 feet long)

27 ' boat

1/4" diameter steél cable
( 24 feet long)

Existing bottomn

“- ~

-
-~
4 & e

Adjacent Property Owners

1. E. Graham
2. R. A. Brien
3. T.B. Pruitt

Proposed Mooring

Allen Grimes
1121 Bark Road
Richmond, Virginia

Sheet 10of 1

Date 3-20-93

A NANRNANANR AN

P N R R R -~ P R -~ -~ -~

) bo By s ds de do do deg @2 B S do do B du e . & . 3 o @

- - -“hAhAaaa - -~ -~ ~
- 5 'te e @a Be @e de da o Ao Be e B Sa e do do bo Bo B0 B2 Bo Bo So e du e do
PR EEEIRER]
o de de do dr do 8. de do .

E I N LR )
P 2. e 8 Se 4x 4 .

Pl e A N L T T I T B I
Ba Sy dn Ao B B D de du da ds NPT D

Proposed Mooring in
Chiefs Bay at Cotnoir, VA

County of West
Applicant: Allen Grimes




APPENDIX E -- BOAT RAMPS

PLEASE COMPLETE THE CHECKLIST AND ANSWER THE QUESTIONS. THE
DRAWINGS MUST CONTAIN THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION OR THEY WILL BE

RETURNED AS INCOMPLETE:

Plan View Drawing

T

Cross

il

north arrow
waterway name
existing structures

‘benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference

mean low water and mean high water lines (tidal

ordinary high water line (nontidal) o

location of vegetated wetlands at the project site

shoreline, property lines, and location of adjacent property owners ) . _
width of the waterway (measuring from mean high water to mean high water (tidal) or ordinary high
water to ordinary high water (nontidal)

ebb and flood (tidal) or direction of flow (nontidal)

dimensions of ramp

location and distance from existing channels _

channelward encroachment relative to mean high and mean low water lines

Section Drawing

material to be used for construction
existing contours of the bank and surface
mean high and mean low water levels (tidal)
ordinary high water level (nontidal)

: Vicinity Map The name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact location of the

P
.

N

w

e

project site must be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred).

Will any excavation be required to construct the boat ramp? Yes No If yes, explain how
and where you plan on disposing of the excavated material:

What type of design and materials will be used (e.g. open pile design with salt treated lumber or
concrete slab on gravel bedding, etc.)? ‘ .

Please give the location of the nearest public boatramp:

Will any other structures be installed concurrent with the boatramp installation (e.g. tending pier, groin,
etc.)? Yes No  If"Yes", please include the appropriate appendices. '

Will any portion of the project be placed on wetlands? Yes No
If your answer is yes, indicate the square footage and type of area(s) to be impacted:
Tidal Nontidal
Vegetated wetlands sf sf
Non-vegetated wetlands sf anant e S
Subaqueous land ' sf st

. FOR COMMERCIAL BOATRAMPS, THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REQUIRES
APPLICANTS TO SUBMIT THE ADDENDUM LOCATED AT THE END OF THIS APPLICATION

-17-



APPENDIX E, Boat Ramps

3
Fred Jones
Route 1, Box 220 Proposed 12x > 2.
Johnston City, Virgipi 40" Concrete Parcel "A'
24609 o boatramp , . ' E. R. Howe

\_ 224 FourMile Rd

Parcel "B"
Applicant

1. )
Parcel "C"
Nan Puckstte

Emn Vigw Box 300

Buckpiace, VA 23169
Scale 1" = 100

Proposed 12' wide X 40' long Note: Shoreline at site
precast steel reinforced is non-vegetated.
concrete boatramp.
Approximate slope; 2.5/12

25' from MHW

: l< 17" from MLW

Existing bottom

. ums;mmw oav-uan b

Scale: 1"=10'

Adjacent Property Owners: Plan & Proposed boatramp project

' Cross Sectional in Wiggins Creek at Lewisville Bay
1. Nan Puckette View

2. Elizabeth R. Howe County of West .
3. Fred Jones Hill Boatramp Project Applicant  Cartton L. Hill
Sheet 1 of 1 Date 3-19-93
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APPENDIX F --BULKHEADS & ASSOCIATED BACKFILL

PLEASE COMPLETE THE CHECKLIST AND ANSWER THE QUESTIONS. THE DRAWINGS MUST
CONTAIN THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION OR THEY WILL BE RETURNED AS INCOMPLETE:

Plan View Drawing

Cross

UL

it

W

north arrow

waterway name

existing structures

benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference

mean low water and mean high water lines (tidal)

ordinary high water line (nontidal) . ) ) .
channelward encroachment relative to mean high/mean low/ordinary high water lines
location of vegetated wetlands at the project site

shoreline, property lines, and location of adjacent property owners

ebb and flood (tidal) or direction of flow (nontidal)

return walls (if applicable)

connection with existing bulkhead(s) (if applicable)

proposed riprap scour protection (if applicable)

proposed backfill '

length of bulkhead

Section Drawing _ .

design & dimensions including all structural components (i.e. deadmen, knee braces, sheeting, etc.)
material to be used for construction .

existing contours of the bottom and marsh peat surface

mean high and mean low water levels (tidal)

ordinary high water level (nontidal)

proposed backfill

base width and height of proposed riprap scour protection (if applicable)

filter cloth

Vicinity Map The name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact location of the
project site must be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred).

a) Is any portion of the project maintenance or replacement of an existing and currently serviceable
bulkhead and/or backfill? Yes . No Linear feet existing:

b) If yes, is it possible to construct the new bulkhead no greater than 2 feet channelward of the existing
bulkhead? Yes No If your answer is "No", explain:

Describe type of construction and materials to be used, including source of backfill material and its -
composition (e.g. 80% sand, 15% clay and 5% silt), and all fittings for the bulkhead:

Will any portion of the project be placed on wetlands or subagueous land? _Yes No
If your answer is yes, indicate the square footage and type of area(s) to be impacted:
Tidal Nontidal
Vegetated wetlands sf sf
Non-vegetated wetlands sf e
Subaqueous iand . sf st

-19-



APPENDIX F, Bulkheads & Associated Backfill

Kover Creek

Proposed 115' timber bulkhead, with
9 return wall, placed landward of MHW
and all vexetated wetlands.

Tie new wall to
existing bulkhead

return. Proposed 9' Return

with Rip - Rap to
o8 5 >, A prevent flanking

Ay,
%Xy
Deck | '%—
Lot6

Applicants
House

lots Lot7

- Smedley Leedom Micky Mac
111First Strest Route 5, Box 666
Iseliville, Virginia Adrian, Virginia
22406 ) ) 203NA

Property Line Prop_a_rtyhi-ne

Lot 4

Galvanized
Hardware
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APPENDIX G -- FILL

PLEASE COMPLETE THE CHECKLIST AND ANSWER THE QUESTIONS. THE DRAWINGS MUST
CONTAIN THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION OR THEY WILL BE RETURNED AS INCOMPLETE:

Plan View Drawing
north arrow

waterway name (if applicable)

dimensions of area to be filled

existing structures

benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference
location of vegetated wetlands at the project site

property lines, and location of adjacent property owners

mean low water and mean high water lines (tidal)

ordinary high water line (nontidal)

channe}ward encroachment relative to mean high/mean low water lines (tidal) or ordinary high water line
(nontidal)

width of the waterway (if applicable)

ebb and flood (tidal) or direction of flow (nontidal)

T

Cross Section Drawing

existing contours of the bottom

elevation of proposed fill

structure or method used to contain fill
mean high and mean low water levels (tidal)
ordinary high water level (nontidal)

Vicinity Map The name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact location of the
‘project site must be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred).

What is the source and amount of the fill material? — cubic yards
State the type and composition percentage of the fill material (e.g. 80% sand, 15% clay, 5% silf):

Explain the purpose of the filling activity & the type of structure to be built on the filled area:

- .

If filling activity is proposed in a wetlands, what is the distance from the nearest waterbody?

Will any of the fill be placed on wetlands or subagueous land? Yes __ No
If your answer is yes, indicate the square footage and type of area(s) to be impacted:

gl

Tidal Nontidal
Vegetated wetlands st st
Non-vegetated wetlands sf e —
Subaqueous land sf sf

6. Describe the method(s) that will be used for sedimentation and erosion control:

7. What is the approximate drainage area and average stream flow? ______ square miles cfs
THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REQUIRES APPLICANTS TO SUBMIT THE
ADDENDUM LOCATED AT THE END OF THIS APPLICATION
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APPENDIX G, Filling Waters / Wetlands

Property Line

Parking Lot

Proposed
A Shopping Center|
limits of

construction

Martin Lane

I - Wetland impacts = 1.37 acres - Proposed mitigation area = 3.44 Acres ( 2.5:1), mitigation plan to be submitted

New Wetland
Boundary

97 above
sea level Mitigation area

SECTIONA-A
Old Wetland Old Wetland
Boundary Boundary

400
3:1 Slopa,, I ‘ ' .l
‘ Eil - 98' above

sea level

Erosion and Sediment

Center of Creek . Control Structure

Adjacent Property Owners:
1. M. Schaup

2. C.Jones

(see approved E&S Plan)

Plan & Proposed dredging project
Cross Sectional in Leedom Creek at Perkins Bay

View -
Knepper Filling Project County of Woodward
a . Applicant D.A. Knepper
Scale 17 = 500 Sheet 1of 1 Date 1/29/92




APPENDIX H -- RIPRAP REVETMENT
& ASSOCIATED BACKFILL

Plan View Drawing
_north arrow
waterway name
existing structures
- benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference
mean low water and mean high water lines (tidal)
ordinary high water line (nontidal )
location of vegetated wetlands at the project site
shoreline, property lines, and location of adjacent property owners
ebb and flood (tidal) or direction of flow (nontidal)
channelward encroachment relative to mean high/mean low/ordinary high water lines
connection with existing bulkhead or riprap structures (if applicable)
proposed backfill
length of revetnent

|||||l‘IH||

Cross Section Drawing

proposed backfill

mean high and mean low water levels (tidal)

ordinary high water (nontidal) ‘

existing contours of the shoreline and/or bank

dimensions of proposed revetment

filter cloth

buried toe or riprap apron

proposed grading of existing bank relative to mean high/ordinary high water

Vicinity Map The name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact location of the
project site must be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred).

[
.

What will be the average amount of material (placed below the plane of mean high water or ordinary lngh water) per linear

foot of shorehne" cu.yd(s).per ft. OR —_ton(s) per ft.
2. What type of matcnal w111 be used for constmcuon of the riprap revetment (e.g. quarry stone, cmder blocks, etc. )"
3. What will be the average weight of the: Core material (bottom layers) ____ pounds per stone

Armor material (top 2 layers ) pounds per stone

4, If the revetment will be backfilled, describe the composition of the material to be used (e.g. 80% sand, 15% clay and 5% silt):
5. Whatis the source of the backfill material?
6. Will any portion of the project be placed on wetlands or subaqueous land? Yes No

If your answer is yes, indicate the square footage and type of area(s) to be impacted:

Tidal Nontidal

Vegetated wetlands sf sf

Non-vegetated wetlands st S —

Subaqueous land sf sf

THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REQUIRES APPLICANTS TO SUBMIT THE’
. ADDENDUM LOCATED AT THE END OF THIS APPLICATION
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APPENDIX H, Riprap Revetment & Associated Backdill

Scale 1" = 40"

Proposed 75’ Riprap
revetment piaced at or
landward of MHW

e

ke-

>

R
& Spit Creek

%

Applicants
Brick House

Courtney Smith
= 212 32th Street
Wilson, MD 30121 .

Christine Frye
Route 6, Box 3
Calico, Virginia

o Route 610

t

. Existing bank to be
graded
4' above MHW

Proposed Riprap 50 - 200 Ib.
stones, 1 ton per foot, placed
along existing bank

New grade with

grass cover

. . . : . Vegetation to remain
N =N
A Section 'B' - 'B* " [

Not to scale

10 - 25 Ib. core stone N
bass on filter cloth |—— ' -

A
SECTION'A'-'A'  Buried toe below MLW A

Not to scale

Adjacent Property Owners: Plan & Proposed Revetment Project
- Cross Sectional in Neikirk Creek gt Roadley Bay

View
Berg Riprap Revetment || CGeunty of Culpepper
2. Christine Frye Applicant Bart Berg

Sheet {of 1 Date 3-17-93

1. Courtney Smith
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APPENDIX I -- MARSH TOE STABILIZATION

PLEASE COMPLETE THE CHECKLIST AND ANSWER THE QUESTIONS. THE DRAWINGS MUST
CONTAIN THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION OR THEY WILL BE RETURNED AS INCOMPLETE:

Plan View Drawing

north arrow

waterway name )

mean low water and mean high water lines (tidal)

ordinary high water line (nontidal) ] . ) o .
existing and proposed structures showing distance relative to mean high/mean low/ordinary high water
benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference .
location of vegetated wetlands at the project site

shoreline, property lines, and location of adjacent property owners

ebb and flood (tidal) or direction of flow (nontidal) _

length of structure

Cross Section Drawing
mean high and mean low water levels (tidal)
ordinary high water level (nontidal)
existing contours of the bottom and marsh peat surface
dimensions of proposed structure »
deadmen, tie-backs, knee braces, or other methods to be used to anchor the structure
. Hilter cloth
buried toe or riprap apron

i

—— Vicinity Map The name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact location of the
project site must be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred). )

What type of material will be used (e.g. quarry stone, cinder blocks, treated tongue and groove timber,

et

etc.)?
2. If riprap will be used for construction, provide the following information:
a) average amount of cubic yards OR tons used per linear foot of structure? cu.yd(s).
b) will filter cloth be used? ____ Yes __ No . . ,
¢) average weight of the: Core material (bottom layers pounds per stone
. Armor material (top 2 layers ) pounds per stone
3. Will any portion of the project be placed on wetlands or subagueous land? Yes No

If your answer is yes, indicate the amount and type of area(s) to be impacted:

Square fest

Vegetated wetlands
Non-vegetated wetlands
Subaqueous land

ton(s)



APPENDIX l,~ Marsh Toe Stabilization

Proposed 80* of Marsh
Toe Stabilization

e
je-
>

<

&

Owens Creek

Porch

Applicant's
Brick House

Wilson, MD 30121

%,
N 212 32th Street

Route 6, Box 3
Calico, Virginia

o Route 610"

t

Proposed Marsh

Toe Stabilization:
1/16/Ft., 10 - 25 Ibs
stone placed no higher
than MHW.

MarshToe
Filter Clot

SECTION ‘A’ - ‘A’
Scais: 1" = 10"

Adjacent Property Owners: Plan & Proposed Marsh Toe Stabilization
Cross Sectional in Owens Cresk gt Knowles Bay

View
Watkinson Marsh Toe County of West
2. L. Musser | Stabilization Applicant A. Watkinson . )
Scale 1" = 40' Sheet {of 1 Date 2/24/93
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APPENDIX J -- DREDGING/MINING/EXCAVATING

E COMPLETE THE CHECKLIST AND ANSWER THE QUESTIONS. THE DRAWINGS MUST
lc):IE)EN'tﬁuN THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION OR THEY WILL BE RETURNED AS INCOMPLETE:

Plan View Drawing

north arrow

waterway hame

existing structures _ )
width of the waterway, measuring from mean high water to mean high water (tidal) or ordinary high water to onimary high
water (nontidal) . . .

ebb and flood (tidal) or direction of flow (nontidal)

location and dimensions of area proposed to be dredged

benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference

mean low water and mean high water lines (tidal), or ordinary high water line (nontidal)

location and aerial extent of vegetated wetlands at the project site

shoreline, property lines, and location of adjacent property owners

location of existing channels

location of dredged material disposal area if located on-site**

location and dimensions of buffer zone between dredge cut and vegetated wetlands

existing depths in the project area based on mean low water (tidal) or ordinary high water (nontidal)

Cross Section Drawing for Dredge Area Cross Section Drawing for Disposal Area
existing contours of the bottom — proposed berms
dredge cut - slopes, average depth, bottom & top width —— Dproposed spillways
existing depths based on mean low water (tidal) —— ponding depth of dredged material

existing depths based on ordinary bigh water (nontidal)
proposed project depths (after dredging)

Vicinity Map The name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact location of the project site must
be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred).

**For off-site disposal areas provide a drawing that includes the location, dimensions, benchmarks, berms and/or spillways, and how
the material will be transported.

1. How many cubic yards of material will be dredged by/from:
- NEW ’ MAINTENANCE
Hydraulic | Dragline Clamshell |Other Hydraulic |Dragline Clamshell | Other

Vegetated Wetlands
Non-Veg. Wetlands
Subaqueous Land
Total

2 State the composition of the material (e.g. clay 25%, sand 25%, silt 50%):

3. How will the dredged material be retained to prevent re-entry into the waterway?

4. Will the dredged material be used for any commercial purpose? ____ Yes ___ No

5 For mining projects: a. Explain the operation plans on a separate sheet of paper. e.g. frequency (e.g. every 6 wks), duration
(Apr - Sep), cubic yards to be removed per operation, temporary storage, handling of dredged material, how equipment will

access the dredge site.
b. have you applied for a permit from the VA Dept of Mines, Minerals, & Energy? ___ Yes __ No
6. What is the approximate drainage area and average stream flow? —Squaremiles _____ cfs
7. If maintenance dredging, when was dredging last performed? _ (provide documentation).

THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REQUIRES APPLICANTS TO SUBMIT THE
ADDENDUM LOCATED AT THE END OF THIS APPLICATION
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APPENDIX J, Dredging/ Mining/Excavating

\

. 101’
AREATO BEDREDGED %

2300' across waterway

Existing Pier

349 OL vauy

o
a3seaq

'Average depth

-5

A
‘ Not to scale

CLUBHOUSE

Proposed Dredging . / " Existing Botto

Note: The 997 cubic yards

of dredged material will be B New Bottom Depth
placed in a 2 acre disposal ' 1o match extting
site at Heubel Farms. * channel depth of 6

New Bottom depth 5'

Adjacent Property Owners: Plan & Proposed dredging project
Cross Sectional inFerguson Creek gt Sneed Bay
View
Grabb Dredging Project | County of Byrd
2. C.E. Bigelow . . Applicant R. J. Grabb .
' Scale 1" =40 Sheet {of 1 Date 1/29/92

1. J. G. Cundiff




APPENDIX K -- GROINS & JETTIES

PLEASE COMPLETE THE CHECKLIST AND ANSWER THE QUESTIONS. THE DRAWINGS MUST
CONTAIN THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION OR THEY WILL BE RETURNED AS INCOMPLETE:

waterway name
existing structures
location and dimensions of proposed structure
“spacing between structures (both existing and proposed) .
benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference Lo
mean low water and mean high water lines (tidal) T _ ‘ -
ordinary high water line (nontidal)
location of vegetated wetlands at the project site
shoreline, property lines, and location of adjacent property owners
ebb and flood (tidal) or direction of flow (nontidal)
location of existing channels
direction of net sand transport along the shoreline
location of scour protection or spurs (if applicable)
channelward encroachment relative to mean high/mean low/ordinary high water lines

T

Cross Section Drawing .

length and height of structure relative to mean low water (tidal) or ordinary high water (nontidal)
mean high and mean low water levels (tidal) ' :

ordinary high water level (nontidal)

existing contours of the bottom and/or marsh peat surface

height of channelward end of groin relative to mean low water

End View Drawing (if riprap is used for construction)
design and dimensions of structure (i.e. base & top widths, height, and slope)

Vicinity Map The name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact location of the
project site must be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred).

[y

What type of material(s) are to be used for the construction?

2. a. If using riprap, what will be the average weight of the: , i
: Core material (bottom layers) pounds per stone
Armor material (top 2 layers ) pounds per stone
b. Will filter cloth be used? Yes No
3. Are there similar structures in the vicinity of the project site? Yes No  If your answer

is "yes", describe the type and location of the structures:

No
No

4. Will the channelward end of the structure be marked to show a hazard to navigation? ___ Yes

5. Has the project been reviewed by the Shoreline Erosion Advisory Service (SEAS)? ___ Yes
If yes, please attach a copy of their comments.



APPENDIX K, Groins & Jetties

Plan View .

Scale: 1"= 60"
Y
-~ Flood

N
Ricks Bay T

Proposed
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N
m‘ 2

Q at MHW . -

Typical Jettie Cross Sectio

Scale: 1"=4' .

Armor Stone
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{Quarry run) . 1
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Low Profile Groin_Cros’s Section
Scale: 1° = 20'

‘I‘ 40'
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. ~ T ‘
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Adjacent Property Owners: Plan &Typical Proposed jetties project
' Cross Sectional in Ricks Bay at Henderson Point
1. T.Bamard
View
County of West
2. C. Robinson McCarthy Applicant James McCarthy

Construction Site Sheet 1of 2  Date 3-27-93
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APPENDIX L -- BREAKWATERS

PLEASE COMPLETE THE CHECKLIST AND ANSWER THE QUESTIONS. THE DRAWINGS MUST
CONTAIN THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION OR THEY WILL BE RETURNED AS INCOMPLETE:

Plan View Drawing

Cross

north arrow

waterway name

existing structures

benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference

mean low water and mean high water lines (tidal)

ordinary high water line (nontidal) -

location of vegetated wetlands at the project site

shoreline, property lines, and location of adjacent property owners
ebb and flood (tidal) or direction of flow (nontidal) _
channelward encroachment relative to mean high/mean low/ordinary high water lines
dimensions of structure

Section Drawing

dimensions of the breakwater

existing contours of the bottom

mean high and mean low water levels (tidal)
ordinary high water level (nontidal)

End View Drawing (if riprap or gabion baskets are used for construction)

design and dimensions of structure (i.e. base & top widths, height, and slope)

Vicinity Map The name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact location of the

—
’

e

w

project site must be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred).

What type of materials are to be used for the construction of the breakwater?

Are there similar structures in the vicinity of the project site? __ Yes _ No
If your answer is "yes", describe the type and location of the structures.

Will filter cloth be used? Yes No



APPENDIX L, Breakwaters
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2 R. Stouffer g J Applicant Jim Brogdon
Scale 1" = 40' Sheet {of 1 Date 3-20-93




APPENDIX M -- BEACH NOURISHMENT

PLEASE COMPLETE THE CHECKLIST AND ANSWER THE QUESTIONS. THE DRAWINGS MUST
CONTAIN THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION OR THEY WILL BE RETURNED AS INCOMPLETE:

T

Cross

waterway name o
mean low water and mean high water lines (tidal)

ordinary high water line (nontidal) ) . _

dimensions of the area to be nourished with benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference
location of vegetated wetlands at the project site

property lines and location of adjacent property owners

existing structures _

location and dimensions of structures proposed to stabilize the area to be nourished

channelward encroachment of the nourished area relative to mean high/mean low/ordinary high water
location of marsh vegetation to be used for stabilization (if applicable)

Section Drawing

mean high and mean low water levels (tidal)

ordinary high water level (nontidal)

contour and slope of existing beach

contour and slope of the nourished area

groins, breakwaters or other structures existing or proposed to stabilize the nourished area
elevation at the channelward end of the nourished area

elevation of vegetation to be planted relative to mean high/mean low/ordinary high water

Vicinity Map The name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact location of the

=
.

et

project site must be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred).

Provide the following: _
a. source of material:

b. volume of material: cubic yards
c. type and composition of material (e.g. sand 90%, clay 10%):
d. mode of transportation to the project site (e.g. truck, pipeline, etc.):

Describe the type(s) of vegetation proposed for stabilization and the proposed planting schedule.

THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REQUIRES APPLICANTS TO

SUBMIT THE ADDENDUM LOCATED AT THE END OF THIS APPLICATION
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APPENDIX M, Beach Nourishment

Property of
Norma Bland

Riley Creek $/

Howard Wiggins

Residence of:

Existing groin

~a—— Net sand transport
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s
£
@
a
g
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+10.0 MHW location

Proposed beach

nourishmen7 MLW location
+4.0 —Pp- = == MHW (+2.0)

MLW (0.0)

MHW location before fill

Adjacent Property Owners: Plan & Proposed beach nourishment project
- Cross Sectional in Riley Creek  at
View
Beach Nourishment

1. Norma Bland
County of Hill
Applicant Howard Wiggins

2. George Kube
Not to Scale Sheet {of 1 Date 3/8/92




APPENDIX N -. INTAKE-OUTFALL STRUCTURES

SE COMPLETE THE CHECKLIST AND ANSWER THE QUESTIONS. THE DRAWINGS MUST
EI(J)EN{\I‘AIN THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION OR THEY WILL BE RETURNED AS INCOMPLETE:

Plan View Drawing

T

Q
2
wn

il

oot l
.

w N

wn A

o

north arrow

waterway name

existing structures )

dimensions of structure and benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference
mean low water and mean high wateér lines (tidal) _
ordinary high water line (nontidal)

location of vegetated wetlands at the project site .

shoreline, property lines, and location of adjacent property owners

ebb and flood (tidal) or direction of flow (nontidal)

channelward encroachment relative to mean high/mean low/ordinary high water lines

Section Drawing

existing contours of the bottom and banks
intake or outfall pipe

mean high and mean low water levels (tidal)
ordinary high water level (nontidal)
supporting structures

splash apron, if applicable

filter cloth

Vicinity Map The name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact location of the
project site must be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred).

Provide the following: type & size of pipe: : Intake ____ _ Qutfall
Intakes: daily rate of withdrawal: mgdvelocity: ______ fps
screen mesh size: _____inches mm other (specify)

Outfalls: daily rate of discharge: _______ mgd
If discharge will be thermally enhanced, provide the maximum temperature.
-What is the ai}eragé stream flow at the; Intake site? ______ cfs Outfall site? _cfs

What measures are proposed to prevent bank erosion?

Will any structure (wingwalls, splash apron, etc.) impact wetlands or subaqueous land? ___Yes ___No
If your answer is yes, indicate the square footage and type of area(s) to be impacted:

Tidal Nontidal
Vegetated wetlands st st
Non-vegetated wetlands |sf = = |eeeccceeoo...
Subaqueous land st sf

Can the entire structure or any part of it be placed landward of all wetlands? If no, please explain.

What is the approximate drainage area and average stream flow? square miles cfs

THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REQUIRES APPLICANTS TO

SUBMIT THE ADDENDUM LOCATED AT THE END OF THIS APPLICATION
-35-



APPENDIX N, Intake / Outfall Structures

HUME RIVER

Woodie Road

Prop_etty Line

Plant Access

Note: Pump station and Pumphouse to
" be installed above flood plain elevation.
. Ordinary high water = 135'

Intake structure = 123'

/Existing bank

- — - —OHW

~ ~—Flow

Pump station / Manhole
A with submersible pump

Adjacent Property Owners: Plan & Proposed lmrigaton project
' : Cross Sectional in Hume River at Kube Cove
; View d
1. A. Spingam County of Barnar
Golf Course Water Intake Aoplcant P. Minkin

2. A Jennings iject
Scale 1"= 40' Sheet 1 of 1  Date 3.20-93




APPENDIX O .- NONTIDAL STREAM CHANNEL MODIFICATIONS

PLEASE COMPLETE THE CHECKLIST AND ANSWER THE QUESTIONS. THE DRAWINGS MUST
CONTAIN THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION OR THEY WILL BE RETURNED AS INCOMPLETE:

Plan View Drawing

north arrow

waterway name
ordinary high water line

location, length and width of the existing channel
location, length and width of the proposed channel

. benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference

width of the stream (measuring from ordinary high water to ordinary high water)

location of existing and proposed non-vegetated or vegetated wetlands, bars, islands, riffle and pool
complexes or other special aquatic sites at the project site
shoreline, property lines, and location of adjacent property owners

___ directon of flow

location & dimensions of bank stabilization structures

Cross Section Drawing (Prepare one drawing for the existing channel and one for the

proposed channel) ) _
existing and proposed stream channels including depth,base width and top width

f—y
.

dimensions and slope of bank stabilization structures

filter cloth

ordinary high water level

- existing contours of the bottom

location and dimensions of low flow channel (if applicable)

Vicinity Map The name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact location of the
project site must be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred).

Provide the following:
a) approximate normal flow rate and drainage area of the existing water body :
cfs - square miles

b) approximate normal flow rate and drainage area of the new or modified water body
cfs . —__ Square miles- '

¢) method used to stabilize the banks:

d) type & approximate composition percentage of the existing stream bed (e.g. cobble 35%, rock 45%,
sand 20%, etc.): .

Will low flow channels be maintained? _____ Yes No

Will any structures be placed in the stream to create riffles, pools, meanders, etc? If "Yes" please explain.

THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REQUIRES APPLICANTS TO
SUBMIT THE ADDENDUM LOCATED AT THE END OF THIS APPLICATION
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APPENDIX O, Nontidal Stream Channel Modifications

) '\v’ - - ;e e - W e .—.— > S & o - S— - eu— -
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A A
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Notes:
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. ' Old average width of OHW = 20'
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Proposed future
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-
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Low flow 8' wide channei (443" contour elevation)

24
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stream

Stream channel
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4 upland area :

Cross Section "A" - "A"

Adjacent Property Owners: Plan & " NProposed stream channel modificatio
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2. C.E.Barton : . \ Applicant R. Henderson
Scale 1" = 40 Sheet 1of 1  Date 1/29/82
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APPENDIX P -- IMPOUNDMENTS/DAMS

OMPLETE THE CHECKLIST AND ANSWER THE QUESTIONS. THE DRAWINGS MUST
Elé%iElISTHE FOLLOWING INFORMATION OR THEY WILL BE RETURNED AS INCOMPLETE:

Plan View Drawing

north arrow

waterway hame

existing and proposed structures o )
dimensions of structure and benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference
ordinary high water line o :

: location of vegetated wetlands at the project site _ :

shoreline, property lines, and location of adjacent. property owners

direction of flow . ) . _

width of the waterway (measuring from ordinary high water to ordinary high water
risers

emergency spillway, if applicable

Cross Section Drawing (Stream)

base width and height of structure

existing contours of the bottom . ) .
normal pool elevation and design high and low water elevations, for dams with fluctuating water levels
(e.g. hydropower or water supply reservoirs)

—_ risers

— emergency spillway, if applicable

Vicinity Map Including the name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact

location of the project site. i i
‘map showing the area to be flooded (U.S.G.S. quad sheet or other topographic map is preferred).

Materials to be used for construction (earth, rock, concrete, etc.)?

—
.

What will be the impoundment's: a) storage capacity: ______ acre-feet b) surface area: acres

S

What is the: a) current average flow? _____ cfs b) proposed outflow? _____ cfs.
¢. will the impoundment structure be designed to pass a minimum flow atalltimes? ___ Yes ___ No
If "Yes", what will be the minimum rate of flow? cfs

4. What is thé draimage area of the water body upstream of the proposed impoundment? square miles

5. Does your project comply with State Dam Safety Criteria? Yes No- If your answer is
"No” or "Uncertain", contact the Bureau of Flood Plain Protection at telephone (804) 371-6095.
6. a. What will be the area of waters or wetlands affected/flooded by theimpoundment? ______ acres

b. How much of impoundment structure will be located on the stream bed? square feet

7. Are fish ladders being proposed to accommodate the passage of fish? _____ Yes No

THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REQUIRES APPLICANTS TO
SUBMIT THE ADDENDUM LOCATED AT THE END OF THIS APPLICATION
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® - APPENDIX P, Impoundments / Dams
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APPENDIX Q -- UTILITY CROSSINGS

PLEASE COMPLETE THE CHECKLIST AND ANSWER THE QUESTIONS. THE DRA WINGS MUST
CONTAIN THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION OR THEY WILL BE RETURNED AS INCOMPLETE:

Plan View Drawing
north arrow
waterway name
existing and proposed structures . )
dimensions of structures and benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference
-“mean low water and mean high water lines (tidal) ,
ordinary high water line (nontidal) -
location of vegetated wetlands at the project site ) : :
property lines on both sides of stream with location of adjacent property owners . )
width of the waterway (measuring from mean high water to mean high water (tidal) or ordinary high
water to ordinary high water (nontidal)
ebb and flood (tidal) or direction of flow (nontidal)
type and location of support structures (e.g. towers, poles, platforms)
location of temporary stockpiles for excavated material (if applicable)
location of temporary construction access
location of utility line/maintenance right of way

T

Cross Section Drawing

mean low water level (tidal)

ordinary high water level (nontidal)

existing contours of the bottom and bank

vertical distance above mean high/mean low/ordinary high water for overhead crossings

depth below stream bottom for submarine crossings

distance that the structure will cross the waterbody relative to mean low water/ordinary high water

Vicinity Map The name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact location of the
project site must be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred).

Describe the materials to be used and the method of construction in the order in which the construction will

i
.

be accomplished:

2. For overhead crossings, if there are overhead crossings or bridges in the area, how high are they relative
to mean high/low water/ordinary high water?

3. If the project is a power line crossing, what will be the nominal system voltage of the line?

4. Will there be an excess of excavated material? ___ Yes —_No If yes, please describe the -
method of transporting and disposing of the material. :

5. What is the approximate drainage area and average stream flow? square miles cfs

6. Will excess material be temporarily stockpiled in wetlands? Yes No |
If "Ye\s,“, will the ;}mkpﬂed material be placed on filter fabric or some other type of impervious surface?

es o

THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REQUIRES APPLICANTS TO
SUBMIT THE ADDENDUM LOCATED AT THE END OF THIS APPLICATION
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APPENDIX Q, Utility Crossings

1.

V-DOTpr;peny line
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S
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|
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Adjacent Property Ownm:
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Kennedy Highway Bridge

Class 1 Rip-Rap with
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Scale 1" =20’
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APPENDIX R -- ROAD CROSSINGS

PLEASE COMPLETE THE CHECKLIST AND ANSWER THE QUESTIONS. THE DRAWINGS MUST
CONTAIN THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION OR THEY WILL BE RETURNED AS INCOMPLETE:

Plan View Drawing

north arrow

waterway name

existing and proposed structures or fill _ )

dimensions of structures and benchmarks showing distances to fixed points of reference

mean low water and mean high water lines (tidal) -

ordinary high water line (nontidal) .. _ .

location of vegetated wetlands at the projectsite ... i

property lines on both sides of stream with location of adjacent property owners ) _
width of the waterway (measuring from mean high water to mean high water (tidal) or ordinary high
water to ordinary high water (nontidal)

ebb and flood (tidal) or direction of flow (nontidal)

location and type of support structures

Cross Section Drawing
———__mean high and low water levels levels (tidal)
ordinary high water level (nontidal)
existing contours of the stream beds and bank
dimensions relative to mean high water or ordinary high water
height of bridge, if applicable :
culverts (indicate size), if applicable
culvert invert elevations

Vicinity Map The name of the map from which the vicinity map was taken and the exact location of the
project site must be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, street map, or county map is preferred).

NOTE: Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) standards require that the backwater for a 100 year storm
not exceed 1 foot for all roads, culverts and bridges.

[—
.

- On a separate sheet describe: the materials to be used, the method of construction, and the order in which
the construction will be accomplished including cofferdams (if applicable).

2. What is the approximate drainage area and average flow rate of the sream? ____ sg. miles cfs
3. Will any fill will be located on wetlands or subagueous land? Yes No
If your answer is yes, indicate the square footage and type of area(s) to be impacted:
Tidal Nontidal
Vegetated wetiands st st
Non-vegetated wetlands [sf = = |ccceucecnaa..
Subaqueous land st sf

4. Have you conducted hydrologic/hydraulic studies to verify adequacy of the culverts?
— Yes __ No If your answer is "Yes", please attach a copy of the study/report.

5. If the project is a bridge crossing and there are similar crossings in the area, what is the vertical distance
. above mean high/low water or ordinary high water for the other crossings ?

THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REQUIRES API"LICANTS TO
SUBMIT THE ADDENDUM LOCATED AT THE END OF THIS APPLICATION

-43-




L J

APPENDIX R, Road Crossings
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Applicant J. Rubeiman

2. Joe Baumer .
Sheet 1of 1 Date 3-27-93

Scale 1" = 40’




AGENT CERTIFICATION OF AUTHORIZATION

1 hereby certify that I have authorized to act on my behalf and
(APPLICANT'S NAME) (AGENT'S NAME)

take all actions necessary to the processing, issuance, and acceptance of this permit and any and all standard and
- special conditions attached. '

We hereby certify that the information submitted in this application is true and accurate to the best of our

-. knowledge.
~ APPLICANTS SIGNATURE AGENT'S SIGNATURE
DATE | DATE

Completion of this form will allow the agent to sign all future application correspondence.
Also, please provide the name(s) and complete address(es) of all legal property owner(s) as
shown on your recorded deed.

NAO FM 1022, 30 APR 93
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ADJACENT PROPERTY OWNER'S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT FORM

, ‘ : . own land next to or across the water from
(ADJACENT PROPERTY OWNER'S NAME PRINTED) :

the land of . T have reviewed the applicant's project drawings dated
(APPLICANT'S NAME) :

to be submitted for all necessary Local, State, and Federal permits.

I

(DATE)

I __ HAVE NO COMMENT DO NOT OBJECT DO OBJECT to the projéct.
The applicant has agreed to contact me for additional comments if the proposal changes prior to construction of the
project. :

(Before signing this form, please be sure you have checked the appropriate box above.)

ADJACENT PROPERTY OWNER'S SIGNATURE DAIE

NOTE: IFY BIECT TO THE PRO AL - THE N, PP R
BMITTED TO VMRC IN W An _objection will not n ril It in deni

roject. but. valid complaints will be given full consideration in rmit_revi

process.

NAO FM 1020, Rev 30 APR 93

NOTE: Please photocopy this form if additional copies are needed.
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APPLICANT'S AND CONTRACTOR'S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT FORM

1, have contracted
(APPLICANT'S NAME) (CONTRACTOR/COMPANY NAME)

to perform the work described in the application signed and dated .
' (DATE)

We will read and abide by all conditions as set forth in all Local, State, and Federal permits as required for this
project. We understand that failure to follow the conditions of the permits may constitute a violation of applicable
Local, State, and Federal statutes and that we will be liable for any civil and/or criminal penalties imposed by these

- statutes. SEE FEDERAL PENALTIES FOR VIOLATIONS AND RELATED STATE CODES.

In addition, we agree to make available a copy of any permit to any regulatory representative visiting the project
site to ensure permit compliance. If we fail to provide the applicable permit upon request, we understand that the
representative will have the option of stopping our operation until it has been determined that we have a properly
signed and executed permit and are in full compliance with all terms and conditions.

APPLICANTS SIGNATURE | DATE

CONTRACTOR'S SIGNATURE AND TITLE DATE

(if applicable) '

CONTRACTOR'S NAME (PRINTED/TYPED) CONTRACTOR'S OR FIRM'S ADDRESS
OR NAME OF FIRM

NAO FM 1021, Rev 30 APR 93
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Regulatory Agencies

Federal: U. S§. Ammy Corps of Engineers .
803 Front Street
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-1096
(804) 441-7652

The Corps of Engineers is responsible for administering a permit progra{n Pursuant to .:S‘ection 10 of
the Rivers & Harbors Act of 1899 and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. spec.%f.lcally, permits are regquired
for construction, dredging, and filling activities proposed by landowners, .bt.‘rs.messes, developers, and.
government agencies in tidal and nontidal rivers, creeks, and ti@ and nontidal wetlands.. In evaluating
projects, the Corps considers all comments received fram the public anq government agencies and ;onducc; a
pujjl ic interest review that weighs foreseeable project benefits against foreseeable project detriments.

Field Offi . ‘
Blackstone Field Office Central VA Field Office Fredericksburg Field Office
Post Office Box 121 444 Abby Lane 10789 Columbia Drive

Nottoway, Virginia 23955 Howardsville, Virginia 24562 Fredericksburg, Virginia 22408
(804) 645-8986 (804) 263-8247 (540) 898-3568

Blue Ridge Field Office ’ Western VA Field Office

Tudor Square, Suite 9 HCR 32, Bax 101-A

209-211 Roanoke Street . Staunton, Virginia 24401
Christiansburg, Virginia 24073 ’ {540) 886-4221

(540) 382-6740

Dumfries Field Office Northern Neck Field Office
Plaza South, Suite 102 - Post Office Box 459

138 Graham Park Road Lively, Virginia 22507
Dumfries, Virginia 22026 (804) 462-5382

(703) 221-6967

Eastern Shore Field Office Clinch Valley Field Office Richmond Field Office

General Delivery Post Office Box 338 Hanover Business Center
Accomac, Virginia 23301 Abingdon, Virginia 24212 305-B Ashcake Road

(804) 787-3133 (540) 623-5259 Ashland, Virginia 23005

(804) 752-7464/7484

State: , *  Virginia Marine Resources Commission -
Habitat Management Division
Post Office Box 756
2600 Washington Avenue
Newport News, Virginia 23607-0756
{804} 247-2200

The Virginia Marine Resources Coammission serves the citizenry of the Cammonwealth of Virginia by cambining a
public interest review process with effective management, regulation and pbrotection of the State's marine
fisheries, sulmerged lands (state wide) and coastal rescurces (tidal wetlands and coastal sand
dunes/beaches). It is the goal of the Cammission‘'s Habitat Management Division to act as stewards of the
Commonwealth's submerged lands and ensure the protection and wise use of these coastal lands and natural
Tresources through the implementation of a regulatory review process and permitting program.

Department of Environmental Quality
Post Office Baox 10009
Richmond, Virginia 23240-5000
(804) 527-5061
One branch of the Department of Environmental Quality, the Virginia Water Protection Program, is responsible
for the administration of the water quality programs delegated to the Commonwealth under the Clean Water Act
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and as required by the State Water Control Law. Under both State and Federal Law, the Department functions
as the principal water quality management agency within the Commonwealth of Virginia. The goal of the
Virginia Water Protection Program is to ensure the brotection of the beneficial uses of State waters
including nont,idal wetlands, prevent degradation of valuable water resources and to work toward the
restoration of waters whose quality has been degraded. The Department issues permits for all activities
which may result in the physical, biological or chemical alteration of State waters.

Resource Agencies

Federal: U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
Wetlands Section
841 Chestnut Street 3ES42
Philadelphia, PA 19107
(215) 597-3360

The Environmental Protection Agency oversees compliance with federal environmental laws, including the Clean
Water Act, the Clean Air Act, Superfund, the National Environmental Policy Act, etc. The Agency provides
advice and recommendations to the Corps of Engineers to ensure that all authorized projects avoid and
minimize adverse environmental impacts. Important features considered during Clean Water Act project
reviews include but are not limited to impacts on water quality. flood storage, fisheries, and wildlife
habitat.

U. S. Fish & wWildlife Service
Virginia Field Office
Post Office Box 480
Mid-County Centre, U. S. Route 17
White Marsh, Virginia 23183
{804) 693-6694

The objectives of the Department of the Interior and the U. 5. Fish & Wildlife Service (Service) are
to conserve fish and wildlife resources and their habitats and to protect public trust rights of use and
enjoyment associated with waters of the United States. The Service provides advice and recommendations to
the Corps of Engineers to ensure that all authorized projects are the least environmentally damaging
alternative and in the public’s interest in safeguarding fish and wildlife resources from unnecessary loss
and degradation. The Service is also responsible for assisting the Corps to meet their responsibilities
under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act

National Marine Fisheries Service
Management Division
Oxford Laboratory
Oxford, Maryland 21654
(301) 226-5771

President’'s Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
. The 01d Post Office Building
1100 Pennsylvania Avenue, Suite 809
. wWashington, DC 20004
T : (202) 786-0505

The President ‘s Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (Council} provides camments to the Corps of
Engineers (Corps) on undertakings that affect historic properties. The Council's geoal is to accommodate
historic preservation concerns with the needs of the Corps' Regulatory program through the Section 106
process. Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) requires federal agencies with
Jurisdiction over federally licensed undertakings to take into account the effects of their undertakings on
historic properties (defined as districts, buildings, structures, or archaeological sites which are J:.ncluded
on or are eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places) and to offer the Council the
opportunity to camment on the project's effects. The Council encourages consideration of historic
Preservation concerns during the early planning stages of a project through consultation with the Corps., the
State Historic Preservation Officer and other interested persons.
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State: Virginia Department of Game & Inland
Fisheries
Environmental Officer
. Post Office Box 11104
Richmond, Virginia 23230-1104
(804} 367-8999

The Virginia Department of Game & Inland Fisheries (VDGIF} is the pri.m;y wildlife and freshwater
management agency in the Cammonwealth, and has legal jurisdiction over state or federally endangered or
threatened species, excluding insects and plants. VDGIF is a consulting agency under the U.S. Fish &
wildlife Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.}, and provides enviromnen@l
analysis of projects or permit applications coordinated through the Virginia Marine Resources Commission. _

" the. Virginia ‘State Water Control Board, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the Federal Energy Regulato;y_. .
Conmission, and other state or federal agencies. The department's role in these procedures is to _dete.mux_:e
likely impacts on fish and wildlife resources and habitats, and to recammend appropriate measures to avoid,
reduce, or mitigate for those impacts. Primary issues of concern to VDGIF include impacts upon upland,
wetland, aguatic fish & wildlife and their habitats; protection of instream flow; endangered or threatened
species; and impacts upon streams or other surface waters and interconnected groundwaters. Sediment and
erosion control, water guality protection, and disposal or handling of hazardous or toxic materials are also
of concern to the Department.

Virginia Institute of Marine Science
Wetlands Sectian
Gloucester Point, Virginia 23062
(804) 642-7000

The Wetlands Advisory Program of the Virginia Institute of Marine Science (VIMS) provides scientific and
technical advice for the use of all participants in the shoreline permit process. To accomplish this, a
written impact assessment report is prepared for most projects reguiring a wetlands or subagueous bed
permit. The report describes the marine environmental impacts of the proposed activity and suggests
alternatives and/or modifications which will lessen any significant adverse effects to aguatic resources
resulting from the proposal. Copies of the advisory report are provided to the applicant and/or the agent
and all regulatory/resource agencies. i

Virginia Department of Conservation & Recreation
Division of Soil & Water Conservation
Shoreline Erosion Advisory Service (SEAS)-

Post Office Box 1024 :
Gloucester Point, Virginia 23062
(804) 642-7121

The Shoreline Erosion Advisory Service is a technical sectiom of the Department of Conservation &
Recreation. The SEAS program provides technical advice regarding environmentally sound protective measures
for shoreline erosion control. The SEAS service is available upon regquest to property owners throughout
Virginia‘'s tidal region.

Virginia Department of Historic Resources
221 Governor Street
Richmond, Virginia 23219
(8042) 786-3143

The Virginia Department of Historic Resources (VDER) represents the interests of the Cammonwealth and its
citizens in preserving Virginia‘'s cultural heritage. The director of the VDHR is the State Historic

Preservation Officer (SHPO}). The role of the SHPO is to assist the Corps in meeting its responsibilities
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The VDHR assists the Corps with identifying

historic properties, with assessing effects upon them and in considering alternatives to reduce, avoid or
mitigate a project's adverse effects.
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Local Regulatory Agencies (Wetlands Boards)

Accomack County:
Cape Charles County:
Charles City County:
‘Chesapeake:

Colonial Heights:
Essex County:

. Fairfax County:
Fredericksburg:
"Gloucester County:
Hampton:

Hopewell:

Isle of Wight:

James City County:
King George County:
King William County:
Lancaster County:
Mathews County:
Middlesex County:

(804)
(804)
(804)
{804)
(804)
(804)
(703)
{(703)
(804)
(804)
(804)
(804)
{804)
(703)
(804)
(804)
(804)
(804)

787~5721

3313259

825-9217
547-6248
520-9275
443-4951
324-1210
372-1179
693-4040
727-6142
541-2267
357-3191
253-6622
775-7111
769-4927
462-5220
725-5025
758-4305

=== New Kent County:

- Newport News:

Norfolk:

Northampton County:
Northumberland County:
Poguoson:

Portsmouth: :
Prince William County:
Richmond County:
Stafford County:
Suffolk:

Surry County:

Virginia Beach:
Westmoreland County:
West Point:
Williamsburg:

York County:

(804)
(804)
(804)
(804)
(804)
(804)
(804)
(703)
(804)
(703)
(804)
(804)
(804)
(804)

(804).

(804)
(804)

966-9861
247-8437
441-2152
678-5872
580-8910
868-7151
393-8836
335-6830
333-3415
659-8668
934-3111
294-5210
426-5790
493-0121
843-3330
220-6130
890-3538

Soil & Water Conservation's Erogsion & Sedimentation Control Offices

Abingdon

252 W. Main Street, Suite 3
Abingdon, Virginia 24210

(703) 676-5528

Dublin
Post Office Box 1506

Dublin, Virginia 24084

{703) 831-4008

Staunton

Route 4, -Box 99-J
Staunton, Virginia
(703) 322-9991

Tappahannock
Post, Office Box 1425

24401

Tappahannock, Virginia 22560

(804) 443-6752

Chase City
411 Boyd Street

Chase City, Virginia 23924

(804) 372-2191

Richmond

217 Governor Street, 3rd Floor

Richmond, Virginia 23219
(804) 371-7489

Suffolk

1548 Holland Road
Suffolk, Virginia
(804) 925-2468

23434

Warrenton

98.Alexandria Pike, Suite 33

" Warrenton, Virginia
(703) 347-6420

22186

These offices may be able to provide advice on erosion and sedimentation controls for
shoreline and streambank erosion as well as storm water management.
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FEDERAL WETLANDS DETERMINATIONS
Delineations are to be performed using the appropriate method as directed in the current Federal manual.
If you would like the Corps to verify 2 wetlands delineation, the following information should be provided:
A Plan View Drawing showing:

all proposed development (if available)

location of the wetlands at the site with benchmarks
property lines and location of adjacent property owners
_existing structures at the site :

‘sampling locations - :

location of wells (if applicable)

Please indicate whether the boundaries of the wetland at the project site have been flagged.

A Vicinity Map with. the name of the map from which it was taken and the exact location of the project site should
be included (U.S.G.S. quad sheet, or other topographic map is preferred).

In addition to the drawings, as much of the following information as possible should be provided.

Completed data sheets :

Aerial photograph(s) of the site

Soil survey with soil descriptions

National Wetlands Inventory Map

FEMA map

Site history/Prior land use

Any other supporting documents to be considered
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FEDERAL PENALTIES FOR VIOLATIONS AND RELATED STATE CODES

4

U. S. Army Corps Of Engineers

Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of March 1899 (33 U. §. C. 401, 403, & 404) - Penalties as provided by Section 12 of the
Act (33 U. S. C. 406) are not less than $500 or more than $2,500 or 1 year imprisonment or both. '

U. 8. Army Corps Of Engineers & Environmental Protection Agency

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U. S. C. 1251 et seq.) - Criminal penalties are not less than $2,500 per day or more than
$25,000 per day or up to 1 year imprisonment or both; after the first violation (conviction) not more than $50,000 per day or up to 2
years imprisonment or both (33 U. S. C. 1319 (¢) (1)). Civil penalties may be as much as $25,000 for each day of violation 33 U. §.
C. 1319 (@) and 33 U. S. C. 1344 (s) (4).

Injunctive Relief - Court order to remove, restore, or comply with other conditions.

False Statements - Falsifying information in the application may result in a maximum fine of $20,000 or up to 6 months
imprisonment or both,

The Environmental Protection Agency also has the authority’ to assess administrative penalties up to $125,000
Jor violations of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.

VIRGINIA MARINE RESOURCES COMMISSION
Title 28.2 of the Code of Virginia
Chapter 12 - Submerged Lands
Article 1 - Ownership & Uses of Submerged Lands
Article 2 - Enforcement & Penalties
Chapter 13 - Wetlands -
Article 1 - General Provisions
Article 2 - Wetlands Zoning Ordinances & Wetlands Boards
Article 3 - Permits & Review
Article 4 - Enforcement & Penalties
Chapter 14 - Coastal Primary Sand Dunes & Beaches
_Article 1 - General Provisions
Article 2 - Coastal Primary Sand Dune Ordinance & Boards
Article 3 - Permits & Review
Article 4 - Enforcement & Penalties

For violations under each Chapter civil charges up to $10,000.00 may be assessed by the Commission or a local Wetlands Board, or
civil penalties up to $25,000.00, for each day of the violation, may be assessed by an appropriate circuit court.

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Chapter 3.1, Section 62.1-44, may assess civil penalties of up to $25,000 per day, willful or negligent violations are punishable by
not more than 12 months in jail and a fine of not less than $2,500 or more than $25,000. Persons convicted of a felony under this
section is punishable by not less than 1-year, nor more than three years in jail, fines not less than $5,000, nor more than $50,000 for
each violation. Should the felony involve imminent danger of death or serious bodily harm, it is punishable by not less than 2 years,
nor more than 15 years in prison and a fine of not less than $250,000. A defendant who is not an individual, convicted of this same
felony shall be sentenced to pay a fine not exceeding the greater of $1,000,000 or three times the economic benefit that would have
been realized by the activity producing the offense. :
Privacy Act Statement

The Department of the Army permit program is authorized by Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899, Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act, and Section 103 of the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act of 1972. These laws require that individuals
obtain permits that authorize structures and work in or affecting navigable waters of the United States, the discharge of dredged or fill
material into waters of the United States, and the transportation of dredged material for the purpose of dumping it into ocean waters
prior to undertaking the activity. Information provided in the joint permit application will be used in the permit review process and is
a matter of public record once the application is filed. Disclosure of the requested information is voluntary; bowever, it may not be
possible to evaluate the permit application or issue a permit if the information requested is not provided. : '
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Processing Procedures

Concurrent processing - When your application is received by VMRC, an application number is assigned. This number will be used
when referring to your project. Copies of the application will be forwarded to the regulatory agencies by VMRC. Because of
differences in jurisdiction and laws, these agencies will perform separate but concurrent reviews of your project.

a permit is issued. Photopraphs of the

Orani

Site Inspections - Site
project sight will be t3

inspections are necessary to evaluate proposals before, during, and after
ke 1110 o -QitR. A - 3 » -

Joint State/Federal Public Notice - A Joint Public Notice may be used to advertise project plans. Comments received in response to
the Public Notice are considered by each agency in reaching their individual decisions on the project. Certain types of projects may
qualify for Corps general permits. In such cases, a joint public notice will not be prepared. The affected state and local agencies will
then follow their individual regulations for advertising the project which may require publication in a local newspaper.

Commenting on Notices - Adjacent property owners and others who have expressed interest in a particular area are furnished a copy of
the joint public notice. In addition, local and state agencies may place a public notice in the local newspaper. Anyone may comment
on a public notice. Comments must be made in writing and received by the close of the comment period specified in the public
notice.

Public Hearings - At the close of the Public Notice comment period Public Hearings may be held by Local, State, or Federal agencies.
All applications requiring a local wetlands permit are considered at a public hearing held by the local wetlands board.

Purpose of Federal Hearings - The purpose of a Federal public hearing is to acquire information that is pertinent to the decision making
process and cannot be obtained through other means.

Federal Hearing Procedures - Most projects usually affect only the applicant and the surrounding neighborhood. Yery few projects
require 3 public hearing. When a hearing is necessary, a 30 day public notice is sent out announcing the date, time and place of the

hearing. A decision on the project will not be made at the hearing. A 10 day comment period follows the hearing to allow for
additional facts or information to be submitted before the District Engineer makes a final decision. :

State/Local Hearing Procedures - Projects affecting tidal wetlands will be heard by the appropriate Local Wetlands Board after a notice
of Public Hearing has been advertised at least once a week for two consecutive weeks in a local newspaper. You should consult your
local wetlands board to determine who bears the cost for this advertisement. VMRC will conduct the hearings for localities with no
wetlands board.

Commission Meetings - Protested applications for a Virginia Marine Resources Commission permit which cannot be resolved,

. projects costing over $50,000 involving encroachment upon or over State-owned subaqueous land, and all projects affecting State and
local wetlands in localities without a wetlands board will be scheduled for Public Hearings by VMRC at their regularly scheduled
monthly commission meetings. All interested parties will be officially notified regarding the date and time of the hearing, as well as
informed of Commission meeting procedures. The Commission will make a decision on the project at the meeting unless a decision
for continuance is made. ’

Joint Processing Meetings - Pending applications that do not meet the criteria of the Corps general permits are discussed at a joint
processing meeting attended by representatives from the regulatory/advisory agencies. Project impacts as well as possible alternatives
are discussed. These meetings are designed 1o reduce processing time by eliminating duplication of agency efforts.

Virginia Water Protection Permits - All applications and permits will be processed in accordance with the Virginia Water Protection
Permit Regulations (VA 680-15-02) and with Procedural Rule No. 1. :

Finalization of Process - If the project is approved, a permit is sent to the applicant. In some cases a notarized signature as well as
processing fees and royalties are required before the permit is validated. If the project is denied, the reason(s) for denial will be
provided in writing. .

If you have questions abeut completing the application or drawings or on the permitting process, call any of the agencies listed on
pages 51-54 of this guide. ‘
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Most frequently asked questions

What is the U. S. Corps of Engineers and what do they do, and why? The Corps of Engineers is a branch of the

U. S. Army. You may not realize that the Corps' responsibilities go far beyond bridge and dam building. Specifically, the Corps'
Regulatory Branch is responsible for regulating construction, dredging, and filling activities in waters of the United States including
tidal and nontidal wetlands. Congress charged the Corps with administering Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 which
prohibits obstructing or altering navigable waters of the U. S. without a permit. In 1977, the Corps was also charged with
administering Section 404 of the Clean Water Act which prohibits the unauthorized discharge of dredged or fill material into waters,
including tidal and nontidal wetlands of the United States.

What are nationwide and regional permits? A nationwide permit is a form of general permit which authorizes certain

" activities throughout the nation in many cases without the property owner needing to notify the Corps provided certain conditions are
met. However, an application may still be required for State review. A regional permit is a general permit issued by division or
district engineers on a regional basis. The Norfolk District has issued regional permits for some 20 different activities.

How do I know if I need a permit? Any activity (structure, dredging, certain land clearing, filling, etc.) which obstructs,
alters, or discharges fill into waters of the United States including tidal and nontidal wetlands may require a permit from the Corps, the
Virginia Marine Resources Commission, the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality and or the local wetlands board. You
may call the appropriate agency listed at the front of the joint application booklet for further guidance.

Will someone visit the site of my proposed project and tell me what is the best course of action? If you
believe a site visit would assist you in developing your project plans, you may call the Corps.

What is the permit process? The permitting process begins with you. You complete a Joint Permit Application and send it to
the Virginia Marine Resources Commission (VMRC). VMRC assigns an application number and sends copies of your application to
DEQ, your local wetlands board and to the Corps. Projects not satisfying the requirements of a nationwide or regional permit may
need w0 be advertised by public notice. The Corps is required to coordinate such applications with the Environmental Protection
Agency, the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and the National Marine Fisheries Service. The Corps considers the view of these
agencies as well as comments received from the public in their evaluation of the project. ...

What are the penalties if 1 do not follow the permit process? The agencies are responsible for enforcing the regulations
they administer. Reported or detected violations will be investigated. Should a violation be confirmed, appropriate action will be
pursued. (See page 57 for specific Federal and State penalties.)

Where can I get further information about wetlands, wildlife, and the regulatory process? There are many
sources. For information regarding wetlands, wildlife and the regulatory process you may contact any of the regulatory and advisory
agencies listed on pages 51-54 of this booklet. The following agencies may also provide valuable information about aquatic resources,
wetlands, wildlife and thier habitats: :

Chesapeake Bay Local Assistance Department 1-800-243-7229 (1-800-CHESBAY)
Environmental Protection Agency Wetlands Hotline 1-800-832-7828

Aé'a mmindei. your local wetlands board (mdsdy in tidal aréas) or your local Soil & Water Cop_sexvdtion District my also provide
assistance and advice on development in or affecting wetlands. .

Does VMRC have jurisdiction in areas other than Tidewater? ' Yes, in State-owned' submerged lands in nontidal areas.
This includes all the beds of the bays, rivers and creeks not conveyed by special grant or compact according to law. All perennial
streams may be under VMRC jurisdiction.
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Definitions, Special Terms, & Abbreviations

- foot; equal to 43,560 cf.

e- Foot Unit of volume of water that would cover one acre to a depth of one foot; eq ]
ﬁﬁ;acem Property Owner - Individuals owning property that shares the boundary (common property line) of
the property at the project site. .

Anadromous fish - Fish that swim upstream to spawn. _ » .

Beach Nourishment - The placement of suitable sand on a shore to restore and stabilize an eroding beach.

Benchmark - A fixed point of reference used in a measure that under normal circumstances will not move or be

changed. For example: the distance from the corner of a house to a telephone pole, or an official government

survey marker. T . .

Breal&ater - A fixed or floating structure usually constructed parallel to the shoreline to protect the shoreline

from erosion by reducing the wave energy that reaches the shore. . ' R

Bulkhead - an upright structure built to protect an eroding shoreline from the force of water. R

Community Facility for Boat Moorings - A facility operating under public or private ownership which

provides mooring for boats whether on a free, rental, or fee basis or for the convenience of a particular group of

individuals.

Complete Application -The basic application, all applicable appendices, and drawings properly filled out and

completed.

CFS -Cubic feet per second. - .

Cubic Yard - A measure of volume; length x width x depth = volume (27 cubic feet = 1 cubic yard).

Dredged Material - Material that is excavated or dredged from waters of the United States. )

Estuarine - River systems that extend upstream to an imaginary line that closes the mouth of the river, bay or

sound. Generally, the term estuary refers to the portion of the river from the ocean to the point where the ocean

salts are diluted by freshwater from either river currents or upland runoff.

FPS - Feet per second.

Fill Material -Any material that will change the bottom elevation of an aquatic area, wetland, or water body.

Finger Pier - A small walkway generally built perpendicular to a pier for the purpose of providing access to and

aid in mooring a boat. (Often referred to as a catwalk, L-head or T-head).

Filter Cloth - A thin cloth-like material normally used behind bulkheads or riprap to retain fill material while

allowing water to pass through it.

General Permit -A Department of the Army (Corps) permit that is issued on a nationwide or regional basis for

a category or categories of activities when the work is similar in nature and causes only minimal individual and

cumulative environmental impacts.

Groin - A structure built perpendicular to the shore whose main function is to trap and retain moving sediments.

Intermittent Stream - A stream that has flowing water at some times and is dry at other times,

Intertidal Zone - The area of land that is submerged at high tide and exposed at low tide. - .

Jetty - A structure, much like a groin, that is built alongside a channel or harbor entrance to prevent sand from

building up iri the channel and obstructing navigation. Jetties are seldom low profile since their main purpose is to

maintain a channel opening. 4 X

Joint Public Notice - A public notice that satisfies the advertising requirements of the Virginia State Water

I(Elong;rol Board, the Virginia Marine Resources Commission, the Tennessee Valley Authority, and the Corps of
ngineers.

Linear Feet - The total footage of a structure measuring in a continuous line along the structure.

Low Profile Groin - A groin design where the height of the structure is gradually lowered so the channelward

end is below mean low water which allows sand to bypass the structure (once the structure is filled) so that -

beaches downdrift of the groin will still receive sand.

Marina - Any installation operating under public or private ownership which provides mooring (not including

paddle or rowboats), sale, rental, equipment, supply, or service for the convenience of the public or their leases,

renters, or users of their facilities.

Marsh Peat Surface - The surface of the area containing the roots of the wetland vegetation. Also referred to

as the wetland substrate. :

Mean High Water (MHW) - The average elevation of high water in tidal areas.

Mean High Water Line - A contour line on a drawing that shows the landward limits of an average high tide.

Mean Low Water (MLW) - The average elevation of low water in tidal areas.
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L_gean Low Water Line - A contour line on a drawing that shows the channelward limits of an average low
tide.
MGD - Million gallons per day. , ,
Mudflats - Nearly level areas without vegetation that are covered during high water and exposed at low water.
Nationwide Permit - Nationwide permits are a type of general permit that authorize certain specified activities
nationwide. If certain conditions are met, the specified activity may be undertaken without the need for an
~-individual or regional permit. _
Navigable Waters of the United States - Waters of the United States that are subject to the ebb and flow
of the tide, and/or are presently used, or have been used in the Past, or may be susceptible to use for the transport
of interstate or foreign commerce. :
- Nontidal Waters -Waterways or impoundments not subject to the periodic rise and fall of the tide.

- Non-Vegetated Wetlands - State and Local Definition: The Commonwealth of Virginia has defined these

areas as follows: Non-vegetated wetlands include the land lying between and contiguous to mean low water to an
elevation of mean high water not otherwise considered "vegetated wetlands". Generally, this is any area between
mean low water and mean high water which does not exhibit or support vegetation. These areas include mudflats,
sand beaches, eroding shorelines, etc. -

Ordinary High Water (OHW) - The average elevation of high water in nontidal areas.

Ordinary High Water Line - A contour line on maps of nontidal waterfront property that shows the landward
limits of normal high water. . ,

Perennial Stream - A stream that has flowing water year round and is usually indicated by a solid blue line on
U.S.G.S. quadrangle maps.

Pre-Discharge Notification (PDN) - Notification required by the Corps of Engineers on specific projects
that may meet the criteria of certain Nationwide Permits.

Put & Take Trout Waters - Cool, clear, freshwater streams that are stocked with various species of trout.
Regional Permit - Regional permits are a type of General Permit that may be issued by a division or district
engineer for activities within a specific geographic area.

Retaining wall - An upright structure built to prevent property from slumping into a waterway.

Rfevetment - A facing, usually made of stone or concrete, installed to protect an eroding shoreline from the force
of water.

Riparian Rights - The rights of a person owning land bordering on a water body to reach navigable water.
Riprap - A layer of material such as stone or chunks of concrete on an embankment slope to prevent erosion.
Splash Apron - A structure that is usually made of riprap or concrete and placed at the outlet of a pipe to absorb
the initial impact of the flow and reduce the flow velocity to a level which will not erode the receiving channel or
area.

Spur - A short structure, normaily less than 20 feet in length, built perpendicular to a groin for the purpose of
reducing erosion or scour downdrift of the groin. . X

Square Feet - A measurement of area ( length x width = area),

State Waters - All water; on the surface and under the ground, wholly or partially within its jurisdiction.
Subaqueous Land - Land which is submerged below mean low water (channelward of the mean low water
line) in tidal areas or below ordinary high water (channelward of the ordinary high water line) in nontidal areas.
Tidal Waters - Waters subject to a periodic rise and fall in elevation caused by the moon and sun and occurring
in a cyclic manner, normally every 12 hours. ,

Trout waters - Cool, clear, freshwater streams that provide habitat for various species of trout. Trout cannot
survive in waters warmer than 68 degrees. : _ .
Vegetated Shallows - Shallow water areas that support submerged aquatic vegetation.

Vegetated Wetlands - State and Local Definition: The Commonwealth of Virginia has defined these areas as
follows: Vegetated wetlands include the land lying between and contiguous to mean low water to an elevation
above mean low water equal to one and one-half times the mean tide range at the site of the proposed project and
upon which one or more species of tidal wetland plants is growing. Generally, this is the land between and
adjacent to the range of mean high water and mean low water which supports at least one species of wetland
vegetation. This definition includes the land within one and one-half times the range of the average tide at the site.

State and Local wetlands are limited to tidal areas of the commonwealth.
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Federal Definition - The Government of the United States has defined wetlands as follows: Those areas that
are inundated or saturated by surface or groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and under
normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions.
Federal wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas. It should be noted in many cases
the federal definition of wetlands includes areas at higher elevation than one and one-half times the mean high tide
range. Federal wetlands are not limited to tidal areas.
Vernal Pools - Pools that may only seasonally have standing water. Several endangered species are dependant
on vernal pools for their reproduction and continued existence.
Waters of the United States - Coastal (including territorial seas) and inland waters, lakes, rivers, and
streams that are navigable waters of the United States, including adjacent wetlands. PLUS: Tributaries to
navigable waters of the United States, including adjacent wetlands. (Man-made, nontidal drainage and irrigation

. ditches excavated from dry land, not from wetlands, are not considered to be tributaries. ) PLUS Interstatc
waters and their tnbutanes, including adjacent wetlands.
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U.S. Army Corps
m Of Engineers
Norifolk District

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE
WITH
ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NORFOLK DISTRICT
REGIONAL PERMIT RP-17 FOR PRIVATE PIERS

I , hereby certify that I have read and understand all
conditions of the effective Regional Permit RP-17, issued by the Army Corps of Engineers,
Norfolk District, Norfolk, Virginia, regulating the construction, maintenance, and repair of
private, non-commercial piers & mooring piles in certain navigable waters of the United States
within the Commonwealth of Virginia. The proposed (work) to be located at:
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fully complies with all conditions set forth in RP-17.

I agree to make available a copy of this certification and any other documents required by RP-17 to
any regulatory representative authorized to visit the project site to ensure permit compliance. If I
fail to provide the required documentation upon request, I understand that the representative
will have the option of stopping work at the project site until it has been determined that I am in
full compliance with all terms and conditions set forth in the regional permit. '

NOTE: DO NOT SIGN THIS FORM IF YOU ARE CONSTRUCTING A ' .-
BULKHEAD, RIPRAP REVETMENT, OR PERFORMING ANY OTHER ACTIVITY
NOT COVERED BY RP-17. DO NOT SIGN THIS FORM IF YOU HAVE NOT
READ THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF RP-17.  YOU MAY CONTACT THE
' CORPS AT (804) 441-7652 FOR A COPY OF THE PERMIT.

NAOFL 17 Rev 30 APR 93



ADDENDUM

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ADDITIONAL INFORMATION FOR VIRGINIA
WATER PROTECTION PERMITS

The following information is required for all applications unless otherwise noted:

1. § 62.1-44.15:3 of State Water Control Law requires that before the Departmept may oonsidgr any
application for a permit to be complete, that the applicant provide the Executive Dfrector w.n:h a
notification from the local governing body of the county, city or town in which the fhscharge is to take
place that the location and operation of theé facility is fully consistent with all ordinances adopted
pursuant to Chapter 11 (§ 15.1427 et seq.) of Title 15.1. A form for local government signatureis
included with this appendix. Please note that the local governing body must be presented with the
Joint Permit Application. Failure to fulfill this requirement will prevent processing of your application
and may result in the administrative denial of your request.

2. 3.
Latitude: _-__-___ Hydrologic
Longitude: __-_ - ) Unit Code (HUC) :

* This information is found on the Hydrologic Unit Map - State of Virginia published by the U.S. Geclogical survey.

4. .Stream Classification (Check one) :

—_Class I - Open Ocean — Class II - Estuarine Waters
— Class I - Nontidal Waters — Class IV - Mountainous Zone
o Waters
____Class V - Put & Take Trout — Class VI - Natural Trout
Waters Waters

— Class VII - Swamp Waters

5. Stream Drainage Area (check whichever applies) **
a. ___<1square mile b. _<5 square miles c. __>5 square miles

**Note: Applicants proposing impoundments and water withdrawals may be required to provide more detailed hydrologic
information (see section 11)

6. Existing beneficial uses of affected waters (check all that apply)***: -

— fish and wildlife habitat — recreation

— public water supply —— agriculture water supply
— commercial/industrial supply —— waste assimilation

— . navigation — cultural value
— aesthetic value — other (please describe)

7. Uses which may be impacted by the proposed project (check only those uses impacted) ***:

— fish and wildlife habitat —_ recreation

— public water supply —— agriculture water supply
—— commercial/industrial supply — waste assimilation
— navigation — cultural value
— aesthetic value : —— other (please describe)

***Note: More detailed mfonnahon on beneficial uses may be requued for specific projects. Applicants will be notified, in writing,
of any additional requirements. *
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8. Functional values assessment (wetlands only):

Functional assessments are required for impacts (permanent and temporary) to all wetlands one acre or

more in size. Many recognized functional assessment methodologies exist. However, the DEQ endorses

no specific methodology at this time. It is suggested that an applicant or his agent select a method

based upon its ease of use, ability to provide quality information, and utility in the field. Applicants
~are cautioned that the assessment of wetland functional value is technically complex. Persons

unfamiliar with the techniques for functional assessment should use caution when attempting to utilize

these methods. The functional assessment and the methodology utilized to determine functional value
. must be submitted to the DEQ with the application package. ’

9. Wetland delineation (where applicable) :

All projects impacting wetlands must provide a delineation map showing the physical location and
aerial extent of all wetlands on the site. All data sheets and calculations utilized to determine an
area’s wetland status shall be submitted with the delineation map. The currently accepted federal
methodology shall be used in preparing wetland delineations.

10. Mitigation Plan (required for unavoidable wetland losses and stream modifications):
The mitigation plan shall at a minimum include:
a. Measures taken to avoid impacts to surface waters, including wetlands.

; Structures were relocated to avoid wetland/stream relocation area's identified at
X and Y on the delineation map.

: The road crossing structure has been changed from a quadruple box culvert to a
bridge in order to avoid fill and channel modifications in Jones Branch, a sensitive trout stream.

b. Where impacts could not be avoided, measures taken to reduce impacts to surface waters,
including wetlands.

Example 1: The slope of the road fill was reduced to x resulting in a reduction of y in wetland
area impacted.

Emmplr_i; The bridge was realigned to reduce the amount of channelization necessary to
accommodate the road crossing. :

. Where impacts could not be avoided or minimized, a mitigation plan which completely
describes the type of impact to be mitigated and the means by which mitigation will be accomplished.
Plans should include:

* Location of the mitigation site, including latitude and longitude at the center of the site.
* detailed sketches and site plans
* any other measures designed to re-create, enhance or restore impacted beneficial uses within the
proposed mitigation area.

If no replacement mitigation is planned, the applicant must include a brief statement to this effect and
include a detailed explanation as to the reason no replacement mitigation is planned.

**** Note: Applicants with projects involving a water withdrawal or a FERC hydropower licensing or
relicensing are required to provide the information in items 11 through 19.
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11. Applicants must complete Appendix N - Stream Intakes and Outfall Structu.res, Appendix O-
Stream Channel Modifications and /or Appendix P - Impoundments/Dams, whichever is {(are)

appropriate.

12. What are the median monthly s&eam flows in cubic feet per second (cfs) at the water intake or dam
site? ' _

Median Flow Median Flow :
Month (CFS) Month {CES)
JAN ——— JUL ——
" FEB IR, AUG ——
MAR e SEP ———
APR OCT —
MAY ——_—— NOV ———
JUN ——— DEC ———

13. Describe below or on an attachment the streamflow gauges, the type of calculations used and the
period of record that was used to calculate the median monthly flows in item 12, and the average flows
provided in Appendices N, O and P.

14. What is the maximum irastaﬂtaneous withdrawal and maximum daily withdrawal at the water
intake or dam site? Specify the units of measurement, e.g. million gallons per day, gallons per minute,
cubic feet per second, etc.

Maximum instantaneous withdrawal

Maximum daily withdrawal

15. Describe the manner in which the withdrawal of water varies over time, for example, as a function
of the time of year, or time of day, or time of week. ‘ . '

16. Describe below the amount of water that will be lost to consumptive use. For the purpose of this
application, consumptive use means the withdrawal of surface waters without recycle of said waters to
their source or basin of origin. Attach a map showing the location of the withdrawal and location of
the return flow. -




17. Describe below or in a separate attachment how the amount of water to be withdrawn was
calculated and any relevant assumptions made in that calculation. Also describe the proposed use of
the water withdrawal.

18. Describe in an attachment the existing beneficial uses of the surface water body near the proposed
project site that would be affected by the withdrawal of water. Include both instream and offstream
uses. For the purposes of this application beneficial instream uses include, but are not limited to, the
protection of fish and wildlife habitat, maintenance of waste assimilation, recreation, navigation and
cultural and aesthetic values. Offstream beneficial uses include, but are not limited to, domestic
(including public water supply), agricultural, hydropower, commercial and industrial uses. Describe
the streamflow necessary to protect existing beneficial uses and how the proposed withdrawal will
impact existing beneficial uses. .

19. Describe in an attachment the aquatic life known to be present at the proposed location that will be

impacted by the proposed withdrawal. Include information on the species known to be present and
their habitat requirements.
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TO: Applicants For Virginia Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (VPDES) Permits, Virginia
Pollution Abatement (VPA) Permits, Virginia
Corrective Action Plan (CAP) Permits and Virginia
Water Protection Permits.

Article 2, § 62.1-44.15:3 of the State Water Control Law states:

"No application for a Certificate to discharge sewage, industrial wastes and
other wastes into or adjacent to state waters shall be considered complete
unless the applicant has provided the Executive Director with notification ‘
from the governing body of the county, city or town in which the discharge is
to take place that the location  and operation of the discharging facility is
consistent with all ordinances adopted pursuant to Chapter 11 (§ 15.1-427 et
seg.) of Title 15.1 of the Code."

(These are local zoning and planning ordlnances)

In accordance with this section, new applications for VPA permits, VPDES
Permits, CAP Permits and Virginia Water Protection Permits will not be
considered complete until the information below is submitted to the DEQ
Regional Office or Headquarters Office in the case of the Virginia Water
Protection Permits.

To:

(County, City or Town Administrator/Manager)

I am in the process of completing a DEQ application form for a permit or
certificate. 1In accordance with Chapter 11 (§15.1-427 et seq.) of Title 15.1
of the Code of Virginia, I request that you sign one of the two statements
below certifying my attached application is consistent with your local
ordinances. Please return this form to:

Return to:

(Applicant's Name)

{Applicant's Address)

I hereby certify,

i {1) that the proposed location and operation of the fac;l;ty is
consistent with all ordinances adopted pursuant to Chapter 11 (§15.1-427 et
seqg.) of Title 15.1 of the Code of Virginia or

(2) that no local ordinances are in effect pursuant to Chapter 11
(§15.1-427 et segqg.)

Signature ’ Title

Print name Date



How to calculate square feet, cubic feet and cubic yards:

If you wanted to dredge a channel 100 feet long, 20 feet wide and 5 feet deeper than the existing channel is at
mean low water, the volume you dredge would look similar to the illustration below.

100"

e o

%

4 20

Using steps 1 - 3 below, the calculations for this example are:

1. 100 feet x 20 feet = 2,000 square fest
2. 5feetx2,000feet= 10,000 cubic feet
3. 10,000 cubic feet / 27 = 370 cubic yards -
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Permit #

Commonwealth of Virginia
Marine Resources Commission
Authorization

A Permit has been issued to:

The Permittee is hereby authorized to:

Issuance Date: Expiration Date:

=

Commissioner or Designee

This Notice Must Be Conspicuously Displayed At Site Of Work
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M A PRUMTT . |
e COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA
e ion and Finance Marine Resources Commission

. Hatilat Ma«lagement
ERT J. MARKLAND
i, Law Enforcement

. TRAVELSTEAD

P. 0. Box 756
2600 Washington Avense

ASSOCiATE FACMIERS
SUMICY (4. Crannsra
Castvitie, Viegueus

GEORGE S. FORMCSY
Poquoson, Vicgmiz

JOHN W, FREEMAN. SR
Hampton. Vieginia
THAOTHY G. HAYES
Richmond, Virginia
WILLIAM A, HUDNALL
Heathsville, Virginia
DONALD L LIVERMAN, SR,
Vieginia Beach, Vicginia
PETER W. ROWE
Chesapeake, Virginia

JANE C. WeBB

{, Fishedes Managemeat

Newport News, Virginia 23607-0756
October 15, 1993

fNewport News, Virginia

Mr. Mark A. Bruner

c/o Tidewater Dock, Inc.

P. 0. Box 2733 ~
Virginia Beach, Va. 2345Q -

RE: VMRC #93-1056
Dear Sir:

Enclosed is the Marine Resources Commission permit to
install 233 linear feet of riprap revetment no more than three
feet channelward of mean low water at property situated along
Linkhorn Bay in Virginia Beach.

A yellow placard is also enclosed. This placard reflects
the authorized activities for inspection purposes and must be
conspicuously displayed at the work site throughout the
construction phase. Failure to properly post the placard in a
prominent location will be considered a violation of your pernit
conditions.

The work authorized by this permit is to be completed by
October 31, 1996. Please note that in conformance with Special
Condition 17 of your permit you are to notify the Commission
prior to commencement of your permitted project. The enclosed
self-addressed, stamped post card is to be used for this purpose.
All other conditions of the permit will remain in effect.

Please be advised that you may also require issuance of a
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers permit before you begin work on
this project. You may wish to contact them directly to verify
any permitting requirements. -

Sincerely,

obert W. Grabb
Chief, Habitat Management
RWG/Im '
HM
Enclosure
CC: U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, Norfolk District
Virginia Beach Wetlands Board
Applicant

Telephone (804) 247-2200 (804) 247-2292 V/TDD (nformation and Emergency Hotline 1-800-541-4646 V/TDD
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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
° MARINE RESOURCES COMMISSION
PERMIT

“he Commonwealth of Vicginia; Marine Resources Commission, bereinafter refecred to as the Commission, on thisS thdayof October
99 3 hereby grants uato: Mark A. Brumner-

1537 Quail Point Road
® Virginia Beach, VA 23454

tereinaftec referred o as the Permittee, permission ta:

3| Eacroach in, on, or aver State-owned subaqueous bottoms pursuant to Chapter 12, Subtide IIL, of Tide 28.2
of the Code of Virginia.

@ . .
gd Use ot develop fidal wedands pursuant to Chapter 13, Subtitle II, of Title 282 of the Code of Virginia. ~

Yermittec is hereby authorized to: install 233 linear feet of riprap revetment no more
than three feet channelward of mean low water at property situated -
along Linkhorn Bay in Virginia Beach.

All activities authorized herein shall be 2ccomplished in conformance with plans and drawings dated S €P tember 23, 1993,
~hich are attached and made a part of this permit.

%is permit is granted subject to the following conditions:

The work autharized by this permit shall beoompletcd Boctob er 31, .1996 . The Permittee shall notify the Commission whea
‘he project is completed. The completion date may be exteaded by the Go mmissioa in its discreon. Any such application for extension of
ime shall be in wrifing prioc to the above completlou date aud shall specify the reason for such extension and the expected date of completion
sf construction. All other conditions remain in effect uatil revoked by the Commission or the General Assembly.
“his permit grants no authority to the Peanittee to encroach upon the propecty rights, including riparian rights of othess.
2 duly authorized ageats of the Commission shall have the right to eater upor the premises at reasonable times, for the purpose of inspecting
work being done pursuant to this permit.
“he Pecmittee shall comply with the water quality standards as established by the Virginia Water Control Board and all other applicable laws, or-
iinances, rules and regulations affecting the coaduct of the project. The granting of this permit shall not relieve the Pemmittee of the responsibil- .
ity of obtatning any and all other pemmits or authotity for the projects.
tis permit shall not be transfemed without writtea consent of the Commissioner.
“his permit shall not affect or interfere with the right vouchsafed to the people of Virginia conceming fishing, fowling and the catching of and
ing of oystess and other shelifish in and from the bottom of acres and waters not included within the terms of this permit.
the Permittee shall, to the greatest extent practicable, minimize the adverse effects of the project upon adjaceat propecties and wetands and
upon the natural resources of the Commoaweal th.
Chis permit may be revoked at any time by the Commission upon the failure of the Permittee to oomply with any of the teqms and conditions
hereof or at the will of the General Assembly of Virginia.
(here is expressly excluded from the permit any porfion of the waters within the boundacies of the Baylor Survey.
@is permit is subject to any lease of oyster planting ground in effect oa the date of this permit. Nothing in this permit shall be construed as al-
lowing the Permittee to encroach on any lease without the consent of the leaseholder. The Permittee shall be liable for any damages tosuch
{ease.
The issuance of this permit does not coafec upoan the Pecmittee any interest oc title to the beds of the waters.
All structures authorized by this permit which are not maintained in good repairshall be completely removed from State-owned bottom within
three (3) mooths after notification by the Commission.
Q: Permittee agrees o comply with alf of the terms and conditions as set forth ia this pecmit and that the project will be accomplished within
boundaries as qutlined in the plads attached hereto. Any encroachmeat beyond the limifs of this permit shall constitute a Class 1 misde-
meanot
[his permit authorizes no claim to archaeological artifacts which may be endounteced duriag the course of constructioa. If, however, arcchae-
ological remains are encountered, the Pecmittee agrees to notify the Commission, who will, in tum nofify the Department of Histaric Resources.
The Permittee further agrees to cooperate with ageacies of the Commonwealth tn the recovery of archacological remains if deemed necessary.
[he Permittee agrees o indemnify and save harmless the Commonwealth of Vrgmxa from any liability arisiag from the establishment, opera-
@ or maintenance o said project. “
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VAanRC « 93-1056

\g special coaditioas are imposed 0a this pemul

®.5. The yellow placard accompanying this permit document must
be conspicuously displayed at the work site throughout the
construction phase of the authorized activity.

17. “Permittee agrees to notify the Commission a minimum of 15 days
‘prior to the start of construction of the activities
® authorized by this permit.

TEE—WHTE COPrY
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® 93-1056

VeaQC i i _
it issuiag {ee S5t $25.00
a royaity of n/a
he installation of 233 linear feet of riprap revetment
* $25.00 ) . . i

1total of is due aad payable upoa cetuea of this document signed by the Permitiee. This permit coasists of
. i 2sheets.

MTTEE

ermittee’s signature is affixed herelo as evidence of acceptance of all of the tecms and conditions herein.

1cases where the Permittee is a corporation, agency or political jurisdiction, please assure that the individual who signs for the Permittee has propec
.rizaﬁon to bind the organization to the financial and perfoamance obligations which result from activity auﬂ_lorized by this permit,

PERMITTEE
ted fac o Mary7 A. Bru er

day of C’CILME«, a3 [ﬁ,(/{ é[ W‘/
. (Name] - {Title)
eof ‘7/‘0(.&;},(/ VL -

}? g 5125 % ~ a Notary Public in and for said City (or County) and Stale tereby cectify that
\1 W’/b a’ @)/LL s . Permittee, whose name is signed to the foregoing, has acknowledged the same

re me in my City (or County) and State aforesaid. 4
Given under my hand this /" day of ﬂ@ by LLL‘_ 1033

4 Lok
> - i » d/
Notary Public% s ‘UfI Og b
Y
® My commission expires oa the =1 ““day ot %QL‘%K .19 6]’ 4[ .

AMISSION

WITNESS WHEREOF, the Commonwealth of Vicginia, Marine Resources Commission has caused these ér&ents to be executed in its behalf by

Robert W. Grabb Chief, Habitat Management
Na i '
® Hamal (Tite) MARINE RESQURCES COMIMISSION
day of October 19 93 By &
3 of Vicginia

—

é Newport News ' PR
Linda L. Musser

a thary’public within and for said Cily, State of Virginia, hereby cedify that
Robert W. Grabb

whose name is signed to the foregoing, beadagthe 3 th  gayot 0Cctober 1993

.has
wwiedged the same before me in my City aforesaid.

ven under my hand this 1 Sth qa o October 93

.18

Notacy Public )\O";‘S\"‘%’ 7\0 ﬂ /\é ons~

ommission expires an the 31st¢ davot

March 19 96

MITTEE—WHITE COPY
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JOB SITE
MARK A. BRUNER
1537 QUATL, POINT RD.
VIRGINIA BEACH, VA
23454
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URPOSE: EROSION CONTROL
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DIACENT PROPERTY OWNERS:
) GRAY N. TURNER
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PROPOSED SHORELINE
- PROTECTICON

IN: LINKHORN BAY"

AT: 1537 QUATL POINT ROAD

CITY: VIRGINIA BEACH

STATE:VIRGINIA

APPLICATION BY:

MARK A. BRUNER .

SHEET1 OF 9 DATE:=7/23/93
REVISED: 8/18/93
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- GENERAL NOTES:
1) 2 4' TALL SILT FENCE WILL BE PLACED AND MATNTAINED ALONG ALL ACCESSWAYS
“PRIOR TO THE START OF ANY CONSTRUCTION.
2) TREES THAT ARE TO EE REMOVED ARE TAGGED WITH PINK SURVEY RIBBON.
® 3) SAND FILL TO BE FROM UPLAND SOURCE.
4) ALL DISTURBED AREAS TO BE TOPSOILED AND SEEDED.
S) A SILT FENCE WILL INSTALLED AT THE TOP OF BANK, AND MATNTAINED
UNTILL, A PERENNIAL VEGETATIVE COVER IS ESTABLISHED.
6) ALL MATERTAL IS TO BE USED IN ACCORDANCE-WITH THE MANUFACTURER'S
RECOMENDATTONS . ;
L N
®
SEQUENCE OF EVENTS:
® |) INSTALL A 4° TALL SILT FENCE ALONG ACCESSWAYS. —mm—m————v 1 DAY
2)° REMOVE DEBRIS FROM SHORELINE 4 DAYS
3) REMOVE TAGGED TREES 2 DAYS
4) EXCAVATE TOE-IN-TRENCH AND RESHAPE SHORELINE ———-————— S DAYS
S) INSTALL FILTER CLOTH AND LAY RIP-RAP 2 WEEKS
@ ©) RENOVE SILT FENCE, ESTABLISH PERENNTAL VEGITATIVE
COVER OVER ALL DISTURBED AREAS 2 DAYS
i
@
¢ SR
T
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@RPOSE: EROSION CONTROL GENERAL NOTES TN- LINKHORN BAY
BIUM: M.L.W. 0.00 AND AT= 1537 QUAIL POINT ROAD

\DIACENT PROPERTY OWNERS:
} GRAY N. TURNER
1} DAVID H. ADAMS

SEQUENCE OF EVENTS

PROPOSED SHORELINE
PROTECTION

§ CITY: VIRGINIA BEACH
I STATE:VIRGINIA

APPLICATION BY:
MARK A. BRUNER

SHEET 8 OF 9 DaTE:-7/23/93
- REVISED: 8/18/93




SITE SPECIFIC SEEDING MIXTURES FOR COASTAL PLAIN AREA

Minimum ¢ awn
- Commecreial or Residential
- Kentacky 31 or Turf-Type Tall Fescuc
or :
- Common Bermudagrass **

High-Maintcnance Lawn :
- Kentucky 31 or Turf-Type Tall Fescve
or :
- Hybrid Bermudagrass (seed) **
or . -
- Hybrid Bermudagrass (by other vegetative
establishment method, sec Std. & Spec.334)

General Slope (3:1 or less)
- Kentucky 31 Fescue
- Recd Top Grass
~ Seasonal Nurse Crop *

w Mainfen & n 3:1
- Kentucky 31 Tall Fescue
- Common Bermudagrass **

"~ ~ Red Top Grass

Seasonal Nurse Crop =

Sericea Lespedeza **

* Use scasonal nurse crop in accordance with sceding dates as stated below:
Febroary, March through April .. ........
May 1st through August . . ... .ooovaann
September, October through Navember 15th
November 16th through January .........

** May through October, usc hulled secd. All other seeding periods, use
Weeping Lovegrass miay be added to any slope or low--
maintenance mix during warmer seeding periods; add 10-20 1bs./acre in mixes.

unhulled secd.

SEEDING

@POSE: EROSION CONTROL SCHEDULE
TUM: M.L.W. 0.00 _
JACENT PROPERTY OWNERS: -

GRAY N. TURNER
DAVID H. ADAMS

..... Annual Rye
« ... Foxtail Millet

Total Lbs.
Per Acre

175-200 1bs.

75 Ibs.

200-250 1bs.

40 1bs. (unhulled)
30 Ibs. (hulled)

128 Ibs.

2 Ibs.
20 Jbs,
150 Ths.

93-108 Ibs.

} 0-15 1bs.
2 bs.

20 1bs.

20 1bs.
150 1bs.

1 -

(ol

€
{44
v

)

WA <ot
,.

(W]

T . comd Tl e
[P S T

Labe "o

FATTTans o

IS Rl
e wd AT R

IN: LINKHORN BAY
AT: 1537 QUAIL POINT ROAD
CITY: VIRGINIA BERCH
STATE:VIRGINIA
APPLICATION BY:

PROPOSED SHORELINE
PROTECTION

| MARK A. BRUNER
SHEET 9 OF 9 DATE: 7/23/93

REVISED: 8/18/93
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10.

11.

12

PROJECT COMPLIANCE ASSESSMENT

VMRC#

ENGINEER

SITE VISIT
DATE /TIME

OTHERS PRESENT

Permittee

Location (Waterway)

(City/County)

Project Description

Project Completed? YES NO
- Date of Permit Expiration (VMRC)
(LWB)

Project Dimensions as Permitted

Project Dimensions as Constructed

Can Permit Compliance be Determined? If no, explain.

Degree of Permit Compliance:
In Compliance Moderate Out of Compliance

Additional Comments

Contractor?

Pictures Taken? YES NO
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Compliance Inspection Report

Inspection Degree of Pictures .
Appl. # Name Company Date  Completed Compliance Inspector  ,1en Locality Comments
94-1583 Joseph Luter, III Oct 14,1995 Yes In Compliance Roadley No Isle of Wight
95-0155 Marlen Moss, et al Oct 18,1995 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb No  Norfolk Average overdredge was estimated to be
about .4 inches. The required post dredge
survey was used to determine compliance.
93-0776 Mary  Stephens Oct 22,1995 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Mathews Only one groin and all of the riprap installed
6-8 channelward of bulkhead. Additrional
riprap has been installed in acccord with the
new permit. Some of the stone appears small.
95-0849 C Lockwood, Jr. Oct 22,1995 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Mathews
94-0968 Edward Adams Oct 31, 1995 Yes In Compliance Frye Yes  Poquoson
94-1353 River Pointe Associate Nov 01, 1995 Yes In Compliance Gardner Yes  Portsmouth
9.-1196 James Izard, II Nov 01,1995 Yes In Compliance Gardner  Yes  Norfolk )
94-0760 F Kiger, Jr. Nov 01, 1995 Yes Moderate Compliance Gardner Yes  Norfolk
95-0007 Syed  Hyder Nov 02, 1995 Yes In Compliance Watkinson Yes  King and Queen TmT: P:la“?ggggs constructed 34*16',
¢ad 0]
95-0291 Bobby Kilpatrick Nov 03, 1995 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  Yes  Suffolk
95-0750 Willia Hackett, Jr. Nov 08, 1995 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Gloucester
95-0819 Chuck Neff Nov 08, 1995 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Mathews
94-0399 Steven Taubman Dec 06,1995 Yes In Compliance Owen No  Virginia Beach Slide came outtoo dark. Entered ifito system
5/6/96 because that is when I received the
check back. %
95-0687 Newport News Shipbul Dec 07, 1995 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  Yes Newport News
95-0625 Norfolk Southern Corp Dec 08, 1995 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  Yes  Norfolk
95-0623 J Boyer Dec 08,1995 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  Yes  James City
94-0089 Laurie Sanderson, et a Dec 15,1995 Yes In Compliance Neikitrk  Yes  Gloucester Piling appears to be in the correct location.
94.1734 Frank Machovec Dec 15,1995 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Gloucester
1
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Inspection Degree of Pictures ]

Appl. # Name Company Date Completed Compliance Inspector a1 on Locality Commeqts

95-0875 Stephen Jones Dec 15,1995 Yes In Compliance Neikitk  Yes  Gloucester {‘g:;?;f :gg;’;?t ts‘;:":f 1;32;‘;’?&}, N
marked with blue stripe and VMRC # since
the boat is tied to it

94-0913 Ben Seawell, Jr. Dec 15,1995 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Gloucester

95-0546 James Blanchard, Jr. Dec 15,1995 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Gloucester

94-1264 W Belvin Dec 15,1995 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Gloucester

94-1201 Chris Naquin Dec 15,1995 Yes Moderate Compliance Neikirk Yes  Gloucester

95-0787 Camp Peaty Dec 19, 1995 Yes Moderate Compliance Gardner  Yes  York the lift was built 22*16 instead of 20*14

94-1123 Willia Rilee Dec 22,1995 Yes In Compliance Watkinson Yes  King and Queen

95-1172 Mark  Ranson Jan 04,1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Northumberland geo}‘;giﬂj coar : x:;l':; m and indicated the

95-1237 Ralph Zwicker Jan 04, 1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Northumberland gnn‘})l’; :;‘Lifthe 3 groins built- spaced

95-1043 Peter  Wester Jan 04, 1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Northumberland

95-1134 Stuart Seawell Jan 04, 1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Northumberland

95-0633 Walter Lewis Jan 18,1996 Yes In Compliance Madden Yes  Westmoreland

94-0757 Lee's Hill Partnership Jan 18, 1996  Yes Unable to Determine Madden  Yes  Spotsylvania

95-0342 Willard Siepel Jan 18, 1996 Yes In Compliance Madden  Yes  Westmoreland

95-0089 GTE Incorporated Jan 18,1996 Yes In Compliance Madden  Yes  Westmoreland

95-1106 Eva Hitchens Jan 19, 1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Mathews

95-1012 Robert Meredith et al Jan 24, 1996 Yes Moderate Compliance  Lipscomb No  Portsmouth

93-1 173 Metro Machine Corp. Jan 25,1996 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  Yes  Norfolk :lh;l ':zlgl*:isnz:; iclfgif:ll;l‘:i ;’31?5651:& :l:;
at this time.

93-1568 Robert McGeorge, ¢t a - Jan 26,1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes Richmond Count

94-0642 Alex  Clarke Jan 26, 1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Richmond Count
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Inspection Degree of Pictures )
Appl. # Name Company Date Completed Compliance Inspector  p.pen Locality Comments

93-1138 Willia Jones Jan 26, 1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Richmond Count

94-1701 Robert Spencer Jan 26,1996 Yes Moderate Compliance Neikitk  Yes Richmond Count Theramp was authorized to be 12*40, it was
built 15*45. It appears slightly larger due to
the shifting of the stone, appears to be stable
now.

94-1159 Settlers Landing Jan 26,1996 Yes Moderate Compliance Neikirk  Yes Richmond Count Slightly longer than permitted, shared 2 slip
pier has not been constructed and agent has
said it most likely will not. Developers want
to wait to see what the future owners want.

95-1509 C Hale Jan 30,1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Lancaster

95-0487 Brian Dillistin Feb 01,1996 Yes Moderate Compliance  Woodward Yes  Lancaster Width slightly greater than permitted but
reasonable given tie-in adjacent to the
breakwater

93-1595 Bert  Kuehlhorn Feb 01, 1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Lancaster

95-1048 Marger Ludwig Feb 01,1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Lancaster Ties into George Crane 94-0030.

S 1-0739 Busch Properties, Inc. Feb 06, 1996 Yes Out of Compliance Lipscomb No  James City Kicked :’ZI_CK to Engineer with note to pursue

: as a violation.

95-0179 Keith  Cooke, et al Feb 20,1996 Yes In Compliance Madden Yes  Essex

94-0594 Navy, Department of  Feb 26, 1996 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  No Portsmouth

95-1107 Rappahannock Electri Feb 29, 1996 Yes In Compliance Madden Yes  Essex

 95-0096 Floyd Deary, III Mar 07, 1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach

95-0337 Lewis Sherman Mar 07,1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach

94-1740 John  Turbyfill Mar 07,1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach

94-1637 Conway Britton Mar 07, 1996 Yes Moderate Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach

94-0717 Richard Williams Mar 07, 1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach

94-0870 Shirley Olsen, et al Mar 07,1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach

0 95-0423 V Via Mar 07, 1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach
95-0097 Massou Moayery Mar 07, 1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach
3
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Inspection Degree of Pictures .

Appl. # Name Company Date Completed Compliance Inspector  qapon Locality Comments

94-1713 Emest Gallop Mar 07,1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach

95-0321 Virginia Beach, City o Mar 07, 1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach

95-0027 Paul  Johnson Mar 07,1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach

95-0207 George Kouri Mar 07, 1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach

94-0503 John  Finguerra Mar 07, 1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach

94-0842 Virginia Beach, City o Mar 07, 1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach

95-0020 Richard Dunn Mar 07,1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach

95-0079 John  Sherman Mar 07, 1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach

95-1174 David Wilson Mar 15, 1996 Yes Unable to Determine Frye Yes  Northampton  No benchmarks for the bulkhead alignment,
but it appears to be in compliance.

93-0767 Brooks Russell Mar 22, 1996 Yes In Compliance Frye Yes  Accomack Count

95-1684 David Scott, Jr. Mar 22, 1996 Yes In Compliance Frye Yes  Accomack Count

95-0767 Virginia Natural Gas, Mar 22, 1996 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb ~No  Norfolk The engineer did this from his desk by
requiring as built drawings from the
applicant for the 1350' submerged gas
crossing.

95-0160 Thomas Hart Mar 22, 1996 Yes In Compliance Frye Yes  Accomack Count

95-1591 Taylor's Landing Mari Apr 02, 1996 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  Yes Norfolk

93-1543 Tarmac Mid-Atlantic, Apr 02, 1996 Yes Moderate Compliance Owen Yes  Chesapeake During the inspection a violation was found
on the property. It is being resolved by the
engineer and brought into compliance.

95-0920 Eleanor Respess Apr 03,1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Mathews

95-0700 Thomas Jones Apr 03,1996 Yes In Compliance Roadley Yes  Surry

95-1335 Stuart Carwile, Jr. Apr 03,1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Middlesex Bulkhead is landward of permitted
alignment, near the concrete slab about 15'
back.

95-1234 Richard Bennett Apr 03,1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes Middlesex
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Inspection Degree of Pictures )

Appl. # Name Company Date Completed Compliance Inspector Taken Locality Comments

95-0431 Joseph Luter, III Apr 03,1996 Yes In Compliance Roadley No  Isle of Wight

95-0219 Dean  Schlief Apr 04,1996 Yes In Compliance Watkinson Yes New Kent Piles for the boathouse were 90" form the
permitted location, Tony discussed with the
property owner and revisions were submitted.

95-1284 John  Davis Apr 04,1996 Yes In Compliance Owen No Virginia Beach

95-0180 David Kellar Apr 05,1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Middlesex

94-1462 Beverly Black Apr 05,1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Middlesex Did not install the pilings at a very good
angle, the bulkhead is still threatened.

93-1287 Ralph Cook Apr 05,1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Middlesex

94-1424 Kennon Person, et al Apr 05,1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Middlesex

94-0442 Millard Driskoll Apr 05,1996 Yes Moderate Compliance Neikirk Yes  Middlesex The riprap is longer than described in the
permit, but it is built as depicted in the
project drawings. The project description on
page 14 says 140’ but
drawing,appendices,and permit says 110' of
riprap

95-0348 Margar Gilberg Apr 05,1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Middlesex

93-1606 Paul  James Apr 11,1996 Yes In Compliance Madden Yes  Essex

95-1135 Norfolk, City of Apr 17,1996 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb No  Norfolk

95-0273 Navy, Department of  Apr 19, 1996 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  No Norfolk

95-1021 Moon Engineering Co. Apr 26,1996 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  No Portsmouth

94-1441 Ronald Reifsteck May 02, 1996 Yes In Compliance Madden Yes  Westmoreland

94-0189 Fairfax, County of May 02, 1996 Yes Unable to Determine Madden Yes  Fairfax County

95-0632 Willia Vaughan May 02, 1996 Yes In Compliance Madden Yes  Westmoreland

94-1047 Ronald Reifsteck May 02, 1996 Yes In Compliance Madden Yes  Westmoreland

94-1418 Habitats, L.L.C. May 06, 1996 Yes In Compliance Frye Yes  Northampton phase 1 is complete the second phase does
not look as if they will complete the project.
Needs to be re-checked at the expiration date

96-0373 Rodney Ricketts May 06, 1996 Yes In Compliance Frye Yes  Poquoson
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Inspection Degree of Pictures .

Appl. # Name Company Date Completed Compliance Inspector Taken Locality Comments

96-0080 B McAlexander May 06, 1996 Yes In Compliance Frye Yes  Poquoson

95-1328 Ballard Fish & Oyster May 06, 1996 Yes In Compliance Frye Yes  Northampton

93-1102 Dougla Pulley May 08, 1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Lancaster

94-1626 Richard Kraske May 13, 1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Lancaster

95-1236 Clayton Doucette May 16, 1996 Yes In Compliance Madden  Yes  Stafford

94-0667 Janet Trainham May 17,1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Middlesex

94-1639 C Bartlett May 17,1996 Yes In Compliance Gardner Yes  Poquoson

95-0656 C Peters May 17, 1996 Yes In Compliance Gardner  Yes  Newport News

95-0657 Bradfor Huffman May 17, 1996 Yes In Compliance Gardner Yes  Newport News

95-0918 Steve  Gossett May 17,1996 Yes In Compliance Gardner Yes  Norfolk

94-1393 Carroll Acors May 17, 1996 Yes In Compliance Gardner  Yes  Norfolk No boat has ever been observed with the
mooring and it has been checked three times.
A letter is being sent to the applicant about
whether the mooring has been abandoned. A
letter was received from the applicant, and he
intends to occupy the buoy.

95-1313 Mitchel Avent May 17, 1996 Yes In Compliance Gardner Yes  Newport News

95-1358 Newport News, City of May 17, 1996 Yes Unable to Determine Gardner  Yes  Newport News  Compliance cannot accurately be i
determined, but from observing construction

‘ patches on the road and under the bridge it

does appear to be in compliance.

95-0307 Ronald Frenkel May 20, 1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach

95-0002 New Kent, County of May 24, 1996 Yes In Compliance Knowles No New Kent

96-0053 R Thompson May 24, 1996 Yes Moderate Compliance Roadley  Yes Isle of Wight

96-0004 Nathani Hurd May 24, 1996 Yes In Compliance Roadley No Isle of Wight

93-0443 Gregory Vassilakos May 24, 1996 No Roadley  Yes Isle of Wight The project was never built

93-0005 Transportation, Dept.  Jun 01, 1996 Yes In Compliance Roadley Yes  Multiple Countie
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Inspection Degree of Pictures .
Appl. # Name Date Completed | Compliance Inspector  papen Locality Comments
96-0191 Kennet Connolly Jun 03, 1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Lancaster
95-0323 Willia Haynie, III Jun 03, 1996  Yes Unable to Determine Woodward Yes  Lancaster
95-1323 James Rogers Jun 11,1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk  Yes  Middlesex gik:: gg‘;_lll‘l"ivk:sgr‘::; i‘i‘;ﬁ ::’n islﬁa‘gea o
been sprigged on 18" centers.
95-1299 Reid  Branch, Jr. Jun 11, 1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes Middlesex
94-1376 Wilsonia Landing Ow Jun 15, 1996 Yes In Compliance Frye Yes  Northampton
96-0078 Bonnie Gwathmey Jun 20, 1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Lancaster
94-0719 Chesapeake, Cityof  Jun 21,1996 Yes Unable to Determine Owen Yes  Chesapeake
93-1040 Norfolk & Western Ra  Jun 21, 1996 Yes Unable to Determine Owen Yes  Chesapeake
95-0177 Amoco OQil Company Jun 21, 1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Chesapeake
9.i-0466 Rappahannock Electri Jun 21, 1996 Yes In Compliance Watkinson Yes King William
95-1422 Allen Findley Jun 28, 1996 Yes In Compliance Gardner Yes  Newport News
95-1414 Richard Meredith Jun 28,1996 Yes In Compliance Gardner Yes  Norfolk
91-1412 Lindell Cruise Jul 01, 1996 Yes Unable to Determine Roadley Yes  Charles City
95-1141 Union Camp Corporati Jul 01, 1996  Yes In Compliance Roadley Yes  Isle of Wight
95-1700 Norfolk, City of Jul 10, 1996 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  Yes Norfolk Scour under the ramp on the right side
92-1195 Margar Munden Jul 11, 1996 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  Yes James City
92-1327 Waters Ridge Cond'o. Jl 11,1996 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  Yes  Newport News
95-0758 Game and Inland Fish  Jul 11, 1996  Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  Yes Hampton
92-1024 Jul 11,1996 Yes In Compliance Knowles  Yes King and Queen
93-0449 Ron  Rothwell Jul 11, 1996 Yes Moderate Compliance  Lipscomb  Yes  James City S;f:s:‘:; gf:il:fz;;l;ﬁu&::g:‘::mk bt
it appears to be correct.
94-0166 David Lancaster Jul 12, 1996 No Knowles No  NewKent Egﬁ’g‘tﬁfﬁgz: stated they do not intend
7
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Inspection Degree of Pictures .
Appl. # Name Company Date  Completed Compliance Inspector  papen Locality Comments
96-0058 James Holt Jul 15,1996 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  Yes Hampton
96-0797 Paul  Walter Jul 16,1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Middlesex Appears to be holding the beach in
: conjunction with the groins up and
downstream
95-0426 James Berry Jul 16,1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Lancaster Sand building on the down river side of the
groin
95-0879 Navy, Dept. of Jul 19, 1996 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  Yes Portsmouth .
91-1702 Navy, Dept. of Jul 19,1996 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  Yes Portsmouth
96-1015 Tidewater Constructio Jul 24, 1996 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  Yes  Norfolk Bridge was destroyed on 7/24/96 at 6:35
a.m. We captured the living moment on
video tape.
93-0239 Lloyd Newton Jul 25,1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach
93-0701 Joseph Etheridge Jul 25,1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach
93-0372 Joseph Bauernfeind Jul 25,1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach
95-0028 Bill Brown Jul 25,1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach
95-1693 J Potter Jul 25,1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach
95-1385 Alfred Ritter Jul 25,1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Virginia Beach
93-0855 J Crowell, Jr. Jul 25,1996 Yes In Compliance Knowles Yes Richmond Count Drawings show 40' groin and 39"is
referenced in the cover letter, there is an error
some where. They constructed a 40’ groin
93-0804 Alice Hawkins Jul 25,1996 Yes Unable to Determine Gardner Yes New Kent The pier on the boathouse does not wrap
around all the way. It does appear however
that the project is in compliance
94-0786 Pollard Corporation ~ Jul 25,1996 Yes In Compliance Gardner  Yes  York Applicant elected not to riprap a small about
30' portion of the project, A slide was taken
of the area. He indicated that he would .
probably reapply at a later date if he changed
his mind
93-0511 Wayne McLellan Jul 25, 1996 No Gardner Yes  York It does not appear from the site inspection
. that the applicant ever pursued this project.
The property has been sold.
93-0397 Leland Graham Jul 25,1996 Yes In Compliance Knowles  Yes King and Queen
8
® ® ® L J | o ® ® ® ®



Inspection Degree of Pictures .

Appl. # Name Company Date  Completed Compliance Inspector .y,  Locality Comments

94-1205 Virginia Natural Gas  Jul 25,1996 Yes In Compliance Owen Yes  Multiple Countie

94-0016 River Oaks Boat Club  Jul 25, 1996 Yes In Compliance Knowles Yes  Essex

93-0092 Willia Turner Aug 01,1996 Yes In Compliance Frye No Accomack Count

92-0869 E Trader Aug 01,1996 Yes In Compliance Frye Yes  Accomack Count

93-0191 James Kimidy Aug 01,1996 Yes In Compliance Frye Yes  Accomack Count

93-0904 Chickahominy Haven Aug 02,1996 Yes Unable to Determine Lipscomb No  James City ;1:1:1 mj:;ﬁﬂ:ﬁ:ﬁﬁ gOr no

96-0324 Olaf  Zwicker Aug 02, 1996 Yes In Compliance Knowles Yes  Northumberland

90-0691 Glebe Point Campgrou Aug 02, 1996 Yes In Compliance Knowles No Northumberland

96-0178 Robert Sullivan Aug 02,1996 Yes In Compliance Knowles Yes  Northumberland

91-1275 Willia Sanford, Jr. Aug 02,1996 Yes In Compliance Knowles Yes  Northumberland

96-0557 Chamberlin Hotel, The Aug 02, 1996 Yes Unable to Determine Lipscomb Yes Hampton t?ef:clﬁ :l:-‘ nfliz;a:z i‘:iie:ég& :gf_f;]tlet;le
should have hired a marine contractor

92-0985 Newport News, City of Aug 02, 1996 Yes In Compliance Lipscomb  Yes  Newport News

92-1568 Delmarva Properties, I Aug 06, 1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Lancaster

96-0045 Charles Neff, Ir. Aug 06,1996 Yes In Compliance Frye Yes  Mathews

95-1127 Robert Phillips Aug 06,1996 Yes In Compliance Frye Yes  Northampton

92-1466 Coast Guard Aug 08,1996 Yes In Compliance Frye Yes  Northampton

93-0273 Daniel Hoffler Aug 08,1996 Yes In Compliance Frye Yes  Northampton

93-0165 Otis  Pike Aug 15,1996 Yes In Compliance Knowles  Yes  Northumberland

95-0863 Bay Quarter Shores, In Aug 15,1996 Yes In Compliance Knowles  Yes  Northumberland

91-1474 Warwick Yacht & Cou Aug 16,1996 Yes Unable to Determine Gardner  Yes  Newport News gléyo?: :ifzp‘:f‘ii jg:li’n Wﬁ‘f;;":;lz;‘:‘:tm
boatshed. The dredging was done under
another permit.
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Inspection Degree of Pictures )

Appl. # Name Company Date  Completed Compliance Inspector  apen Locality Comments

93-0398 John  Green Aug 16,1996 Yes Moderate Compliance Gardner Yes York

96-0106 D Williams Aug 16,1996 Yes In Compliance Gardner Yes  York

92-1685 Willia Berry, Jr. Aug 16,1996 No Gardner No  Norfolk Tlhefed is no evidence that the buoy was ever
placed.

93-1134 Alan  Banks Aug 16,1996 Yes In Compliance Gardner  Yes  Newport News  Thetide was high but I was able to estimate
that the project was in compliance, The
groins and the steps were placed in the
correct position. Based upon my
conversation with the engineer we felt the
project was in compliance

95-0111 John  Wray, Jr. Sep 03,1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Lancaster Not trapping much sand yet, downstream
groin cell still full

93-0170 Ruth  Staley Sep 03, 1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Lancaster

92-1088 C Baldwin, et al Sep 03,1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Lancaster No spur installed in the upstream groin

¢3-0079 Collin Smither Sep 03, 1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Lancaster

92-1712 Charles Braun Sep 05,1996 Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Lancaster

96-0778 Anne Hyers Sep 06, 1996 Yes In Compliance Knowles Yes  Northumberland

96-0971 J Fox Sep 11,1996 Yes In Compliance Knowles Yes  Northumberland

96-0609 T Riner Sep 11, 1996 -Yes In Compliance Woodward Yes  Northumberland

94-0728 Willia Farinholt Sep 13,1996 Yes In Compliance Neikirk Yes  Gloucester Bulkhead was constructed, but the pier and
groin were not, The property has since been
sold.
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Attachment H



COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

George Allen Marine Resources Commission William A. Pruict
Governor ' P O. Box 756 Commissioner
Becky Norton Dunlop

2600 Washington Avensue
Newport News, Virginia 23607-0756

Secretary of Natural Resources

October 15, 1996

Memorandum

To:

From: Courtney Gardner, Habitat Management Division

Subject: Permit No.: Project Description:

The work authorized by the above-referenced permit is to be completed by
In order that we know the final disposition of your project, we would appreciate your
completing and returning this form as soon as possible.

{ ] This project was completed in accordahce with VMRC permit specifications on
[ 1 This project has been abandoned.

[ 1 This project has not been completed and I hereby request an extension of time to
, for the following reason(s):

Permittee's Signature

-

Telephone (804) 247-2200 (804) 247-2292 V/TDD Information and Emergency Hotline 1-800-541-4646 V/TDD



